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By Mr. LAFFERTY; Petition of the ·united National A.sso- It is -very rare, .so far as I recollect, that in ·such matters I have J}Ut 

· · , 0 , - p tl d 0 t g~ • t · in a protest on tarilf; but I feel that 1.n the matter of duty on lime crnhon 'Of Post ffice ·Clerks, :or an , • ~eg., i!ro . ·es~J..LLg .agams and Portland cement, in which I have interests, the determination -0f 
the passage -0f any .amendment to the Reilly .efght-hour law; to Congress to fix .a 5 per cent ad valorem duty is so close to free trade 
the Committee on the Post ·O.ffic.e and P.ost Roads. , .that l run utterly .unable to understa.n:d ·their aetlon. .Germany is the 
- . . , f : great 1Jrodncer of Portland cement, outside of the Umted States, and 

By Mr. LDNERGAN: Petition of the Brotherhood O Loco- : -wages .and eve:ry fea:tuTe of eost, except fuel. is so much lower than in 
motive Firemen and Enginemen. fav.oring the passage of :Senate · the United States that I can onl~ foresee a. very serious -problem for the 
bill 4 in the interest of :seamen. to the Committee .on the .. Mer- . Po~tland cement ~anufacturers ~ the Umted States. I am unable to 
· ' . · . . . ' . believe that American workmen will ever :consent to work for .the wages 
chant .Marme and Fishenes. I paid in foreign countries, and the great scarcity of labor in this coun-

By Mr. MONDELL: Petition -Of sundry residents of Dougla:s, try. ~ill leave the m.anufucturers .of Po-rtla.nd cement in a v.ery difficult 
:Wyo nrotesting against the enaetment of legislation of the position. 1. the_r.efore beg 'to inquire .as to whe.ther ~<m know of any 
' ., _,.,. · channel which IS right and proper througn which this matter can be 
character proposed in House bill 23133~ Sixty-second Congress; . presented with the hope of doing some good. 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. l :quite ap:pxeciate that inter.ested manufactu.rer:_s of Portland cement 

O'LEARY p titi f th F" t N . tio 1 B k f could take issue ln the farm of protests, etc., agaI:fist such a duty, and By l\fr. · · : e: on O e irs a na an O I understand the cement people have done so very thoroughly and my 
.Ozone Park, New York City, protesting .against the depreciation latest aqvice is that they have done so uns!Jecessfully. Cement being 
of any -0f their .assets· to the Committee on Banking and .cur- ,a low-1Jnced. :article, 5 per cent ad vaIGrem ii'! a ~ery, ver~ small mar-

' . ,Jdn, a:nd which .Is .entfr.ely wiped out when takrng mto consideration the 
.rency. r fluctuations of fuel and labor alone. 

By Mr. SCULLY: Petition .of t1w Brotherhood -of Locomotive ; From information I hav~ received, the duty should be 5 cents per 100 
Firemen and Engine.men -Of Peoria Ill. favoring equipment of peunds, which would make a reduction of 12 Ce}'.ltS per barrel. 

. _ ! . ' ' . Ii ever there was a time when Pennsylvarua needed y(}ur hearty, 
road engmes with electric headlights and safety boilers; to th~ earnest effort -0n her part it certainly is the present time. · 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. · . ~n writing t'his letter I _will refra~ ~om arg~ments. ete., and I have 

.Also petition of the Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen and written y.ou very, very bneily, considenng the lDlportance of the mat-
• • . . . . . ter, and 1: most earnestly beseech you to think the matter over and 

Eugmemen, of Peor1a, Ill., favormg the passage of legislation for · write me what you think can be done. 
a restriction of immigration to the United States· to the Com- I understand this matter will be disposed of in the conference com-

. . ti d N t all ati ' mittee, and I am so unable ·to understand why sncll. a duty has been 
m1ttee on Imn:ugra on an a ur z on. ariived at that I am at · sea. However I will present no reflections nor 

Also, petition of the National Life Insurance Co. of the United discussions ; but it does seem to me that the present administration is 
States of America, of Chicago, Ill., protesting against life insur- · unw~rranted m many things. . 
ance funds in the income-tax bill; to the Committee on Ways · be~~~h r~~~m1:egards, .and hoping to hear from you by return mail, I 
and .Means. Yours, respectfully, DAVID M. Krnx. 

A1so, petition of the Banana Buyers' Protective Association BILLS INTRODUCED. 

of New York City, protesting against a duty on bananas; to th~ ' Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous 
Committee on Ways and Means. I c01::.sent, the second time, and 1.·eferred as foHows: 

Also, _petition of the New York Zoological Society, favoring By Mr. BRISTOW: 
the clause prohibiting importation of egrets, etc.; to the Com- A bUI (S. 2818) granting an increase of pension to Jackson 
mittee on Ways .and Means. : Stoot (with aceompanying paper); to the 'Committee on Pen-

Also, petition of the Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen and : filons. 
Enginemen, of Peoria, Ill., favoring improvement in living con- By Mr. BURTON: 
ditions of our seamen; to the Committee on the ·Merchant Ma- . A bill (S. 2819) to relmburse Edward H. Col.ling, postmaster 
rine and Fisheries. -Of BedfoTd, Cuyahoga Oounty, Ohio, for postal savings stamps 

By Mr. WILLIS : Petitions of the Order of Railway Con- stolen; to the Committ-ee 'On Claims. 
ductors and Switchmen's Union, against the .enactment of a By Mr. KERN-: 
workmen's compensation law; to the Committee on the Judi- A bill (S. 2820) granting an increase of :pension to Andrew 
ciary. Fifer (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pen
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Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Forrest J. Prettyman, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 

PETITIONS AND MEMOIUKLS. 

sions. 
A bill (S. 2821) for the relief of Americus A. Gordon (with 

accompanying paper) ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. JONES : 
A 1bil1 ( S . .2822) to reimburse the Port Angeles City Dock Co. 

for damage done to the dock of that company' by the U. S. rev-e~ 
nue ·cutter Snohomish; to the Committee on Clalms. 

The VICE PRESIDENT presented a petition of the Pennsyl- AMENDMENTS TO 'l'HE TARIFF BILL. 

vania Pharmaceutical Association, praying for the enactment of. Mr. McLEAN submitted .13 amendments intended to be pro-
legislation providing for a suspension of a product patent if it 1 posed by him to the bill (H. R. 3321) to reduce tariff duties and 
can be shown that the product patented ~an be made by process · t-0 provide revenue for the Government, and for other purposes, 
of manufacture that is entirely new and original, which was re- · which were ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 
ferred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey presented a memorial of th.e AMENDMENT TO DEFIC~NCY .APPROPRIATION 'BILL. 

Plainfield Branch of the New Jersey Association Opposed to Mr. BRANDEGEE submitted an amendment authorizing the 
Woman Suffrage, remonstrating against the adoption of an accounting officers of the Treasury to allow the accounts of the 
amendment to the Constitution granting the right of suffrage , United States marshal for the district of Connecticut amounts 
to women, which was referred to the Committee -on Woman paid by him from the .appropriation pay for bailiffs, etc., intended 
Suffrage. to be pro:po.sed. by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill, 

Mr. CLAPP presented petitions of sun.dry citizens of Minne- which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations and or
apolis, Minn., praying for the adoption of an amendment to the dered to be printed. 
Constitution granting the right of suffrage to w-0men, which INTERNATIONAL STATISTI<JAL INSTITUTE. 

cwere referred to the Committee on Woman Suffi·age. Mr. O'GORU.AJ.~ submitted the following resolutlon {S. Res. 
l\1r. OLIVER presented a telegram in the nature of a memo- 141) which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations: 

rial from the Philadelphia Bag Co., of Philadelphia, Pa., remon- Whereas the Government of Austria:' has invited the ·Gov-ernment of the 
strating against the adoption of the provision of the adminis- United States to be represented by .offitlal delegates at the fourteenth 
trative section of the pending tariff bill which would have the session of the International Statistical Institut-e to be held at Vienna 
effect of excluding from the United States practically all burlap September 7 to 13• 1913 : Therefore be it 

hi f Resolved, That the Department of State :is authorized to accept this 
manufactured abroad, w ch was re erred to the Committee on Invitation -and appoint one or more official delegates t-o represent the 
Finance. United States at this session of th-e International Statistical Institute 

TARIFF DUTY ON LIME AND CEMENT. provided such ar;rangement can be made without requiring any speciaf 
appr(}priation for the purpose. 

Mr. OLIVER. I present a letter from Mr. David l\!I. Kirk, a 
prominent merchant and manufacturer of Wampum, Pa., on the STATUE OF ZACHARIAH CHANDLER. 

subject of the proposed duty of 5 per cent ad valorem on lime Mr. TOWNSEND. Mr. President, there is on the c.alendar a 
~d Pprtland cement. I ask that the letter be printed in the notice given :by my colleague [Mr. SMITH of Miehigan] that 
REconn without reading. on July 28, at 3 o'clock p. m., he would call up Senate resolu-

There being no objection, the letter was ordered to lie on ·the tion No. 119. I desire to state at this time that in <>rder that 
table and to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: it may not interfere with other business this -order will be post-

Hon. GEORGE T. OLIVER, 
WAMPUM, PA., June '£6, 191S. poned. I shall ask to have it postponed until a time to be fixed 

United S:tates Eenate, Washington, D. 0. 
MY DE.AB SENATOR OLIVER : Like yourself I am sometimes of the 

ppinion that it is not wise to say very much to the present Congress 
relative to tariff, and I beg to ask your advice as to what to do. 

l.ater, .after my eolleague returns. 
I desire a.lso .a.t this time to announce that on Monday next, 

at the conclusion of the morning business, I shall address the 
Senate on the pending tariff bill, 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair is informed by the 
Secretary that the resolution itself fixes July 28. 

Mr. TOWNSE1'1"TI. I am gi"ving notice now that I shall ask 
to ha...-e that postponed, so that it will not interfere with · the 
tariff debate which will come on, because it will not be con
sidered at that time. 

PRINTING OF MAP IN RECORD. 
.Mr. FLETCHER. .Mr. President, I desire to call up the mo

tion to reconsider which was presented a few days ago in 
reference to the order which appears on page 2571 of the 
RECORD. I entered a motion to reconsider, and I move a recon
sideration of the vote by which that order was agreed to. I 
think it will take no debate. 

I will state that as soon as the motion was made the matter 
was submHted to the Joint Committee on Printing and the 
map has been ordered printed by the committee. I simply want 
to have the vote reconsidered in order that we may leave the 
matter as it stood before without setting any dangerous prece
dent. If the motion to reconsider is granted, I will ask that 
the order be referred to the Joint Coinmittee on Pr in ting. 

l\1r. GALLINGER. Mr. President-
Mr. SIM.l\lONS rose. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Does the Senator from North Carolina 

desire to "interrupt? 
Mr. SIMMONS. I desire to inquire of the Senator from 

Florida if he thinks this will lead to any debate? 
l\lr. FLETCHER. I think not. 
Mr. GALLINGER. It will not lead to debate, I will say to 

the Senator. I desire to make a single observation. 
I think the Senator from Florida, perhaps, is a little inac

curate in saying that the so-called diagram is being printed 
because of the action taken by the Joint Committee on Printing. 
I am informed that the Printing Office recognized the fact that 
the Senate itself had authority to order it and they proceeded 
to execute that order. 

But I have no disposition to obstruct the motion of the Sena
tor from Florida and will · content myself with simply observing 
that I hope the Senator from Florida, who is chairman of the 
committee, and a very industrious Senator, will offer an amend
ment to the existing statute giving the Joint Committee on 
Printing explicit authority in words over illustrations. It does 
not appear in the present law. 

I do not oppose the reconsideration, l\Ir. President, and hope 
that it will pre·rnn. 

· .Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. 1\lr. President, I desire to ob
struct the motion if the object of it is to determine that the 
question was wrongfully decided by the Senate a few days 
since. ·I think it was decided exactly right and like it should be 
decided at all times when so raised. 

If it is the purpose simply to reserve · the question for fur
ther consideration by having a pro forma motion to recon
sider entered, that will be satisfactory to me; but I am not 
going to permit this occasion to pass, carrying with it the 
assumption that the decision on that occasion was wrong. As 
nearly as I know anything I know it was right. If it is the 
intention of the Senator from Florida to ask that the matter 
may be disposed of pro forma and to reserve for future action 
the determination of the matter I do not think I shall inter
pose any objection. If that is not the purpose--

Mr. FLETCHER. My purpose is simply to have the matter 
st:md as it stood before that action, without reference to the 
correctness or incorrectness of the action. 

I will state that the Senator from Iowa [Mr. CUMMINS] ad
dressed a communication to the Joint Committee on Printing; 
that this matter came up in regular order and was acted on; 
that the request was granted in regular order; and that the 
printing of the map has been ordered. I simply want to leave 
that order stand. I will be very glad to act on the suggestion 
of the Senator from New Hampshire at a later time and con
sider some specific matter of legislation on that subject. 

1\!r. CLARKE of Arkansas. The request of the Senator from 
}l'lorida is a little broader than the mere application by the 
Senator from Iowa to the committee. The question in its 
breadth does not belong to any Senator nor is it to be controlled 
by any particular request. It involves the right of the Senate 
tv control its own RECORD; and when that is seriously denied 
I think an occasion has arisen when the Senate ought to debate 
it and know just exactly what is being done. 

I realize that we are working under some pressure here this 
morning. I do not desire to disturb the prescribed order. For 
that reason, if it is understood that the motion to reconsider 
is adopted by consent and without prejudice to the question, I 
shall interpose no further objection. Otherwise I shall desire 
to be heard. 

Mr. FLETCHER. I desire that it shall assume that attitude 
especially ~n view of the fact that we are really discussing ~ 
moot quest10n. The matter has been disposed of in accordance 
with t?e desires and wishes of the Senator from Iowa. 

1\fr. GALLINGER. I will ask the Senator if it is not a fact 
tba t this table, as I call it-diagram, as the Senator calls it-
is already prepared in the Printing Office. _ 

Mr. FLETCHER. I believe it is; and I will say to the Sena
tor from New Hamp.shire that insteacl of the supposed cost being 
ab01.~t $5, the cost will be $43.30. But it is a valuable document. 
I !Jlink that shows the use of referring the question to the com
mittee. 

Mr. G~LINGER. That, of course; will not bankrupt the 
Treasury m these days of prosperity. But I join with the Sena
tor from Arkansas in saying that I do not concede that the Sen
ate took any improper or rash action in determining the mat
ter ~~ they did. At the same time, I do not wish to say a single 
addit10nal word. I do not think it is worth spending a oTeat 
deal of time on. 

0 

l\fr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, I could not hear clearly what 
the ~enator from Arkansas said about the Senator from Iowa. 
I thmk I caught a suggestion that I had agreed to something. 
I would be glad if bis attention were called to it and he wculd 
~ell me what his understanding was. I notice, however, that he 
is engaged. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. I beg pardon. I did not under
stand that the Senator was addressing remarks to me. 

l\fr. CUM1\1INS. I could not hear clearly what the Senator 
from Arkansas said, but I caught the idea that he thou.,.bt I 
had agreed to something with regard to this matter. 

0 

~Ir. CLARKE of Arkansas. I do not think you agreed to any
thmg, except that after the action of the Senate directino- the 
publication of the map as prepared by the Senat.or you the~ ad
dres~ed µ communication to the Joint Committee on Printing 
making a request that that committee should grant the same 
thing. That is what I understood. 

1\lr. CUl\11\fINS. I did address a communication to the Com
mittee on Printing at the suggestion--

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. Why did not the Senator <leem 
the action of the Senate sufficient to justify the incorpo1~ation of 
the map into his remarks? 
· Mr. CUl\IlUINS. At the suggestion of the committee. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. The Senator must have had some 
doubt about the authority of the Senate to gi"rn the directiou. 

l\1r. CUMMINS. I have had nothing to do with the authority 
of the Senate. I have not asked that it be reconskiered or 
revised. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. But the whole question arose in 
connection with the request and the motion made by the Senntor 
from Iowa that a map be printed in the RECORD, and if it t;irns 
out that the Senator subsequently addressed a communic:ntion 
to one of the creatures of this body asking that the action of 
the Senate should be confirmed by the request of that body I 
think it presents a question that might be discussed. 

Mr. CUMMINS. The Senator from Arkansas does not re
member the RECORD. I asked the consent of the Senate and 
said at the same time that I expected to secure the appro~al of 
the Committee on Printing, or hoped to secure it. 

l\lr. CLARKE of Arkansas. The only difference is I do not 
think the approval of the Committee on Printing is required 
when the Senate has ordered tha t certain things are to be 
published in the RECORD. 

1\fr. CUMMINS. I made no motion to direct it to be done. 
Mr. CLARKE of Ar~ansas. The motion was put and carried. 
Mr. CUl\ll\IINS. I know the Chair put the motion but I did 

not make the motion. It is a matter of entire inrufference to 
me what is done with it, but I wanted to be clear in my under
standing of what the Senator from Arkansas said. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. I thought the Senator hacl made 
the motion. 

Mr. JOHNSTON of Alabama. I wish to ask the Senator 
from Arkansas if he does not think the joint committee of the 
two Houses has some authority in the matter? · 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. I am not going to undertake to 
settle that question. . 
- Mr. JOHNSTON of Alabama. Does the Senator think the 

Senate can direct it? 
Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. A great many think the Senate 

can direct it. - It is being done, at any rate. 
Mr. JOHNSTON of Alabama. Direct the joint committee of 

the two Houses? 
Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. I am only dealing with the 

question we had before us when it was disposed of by the 
Senate. 
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Mr. ORA. WFORD. Mr. President, it has been impossible on 

this side of the Chamber to hear more than a small part of 
what has been said on the other side of the Chamber about 
this matter. It is one in which there is quite a lively interest, 
and I should like to know what the Senator from Florida i!!! 
asking here at this time in regard to it. 

1\lr. FLETCHER. I entered a motion to reconsider the "Vote 
whereby the order was agreed to directing that the map 
should be printed in the RECORD, . and the motion to reconsider 
is the pending motion. My purpose will be then--

Mr. ORA WFORD. The Senator has asked that the motion 
be considered at this time? 

Mr. FLETCHER. Yes. I am calling up that motion. The 
motion went over at the time and is pending, and I am calling 
up the motion to reconsider the vote whereby that order was 
agreed to. Then I propose to follow that up with a further 
motion that the order be referred to the Joint Committee on 
Printing, which, as I said, has practically already disposed of 
the matter. 

Mr. ORA WFORD. If this first motion is a mere matter of 
form, so tha t the question may come before the Senate on its 
merits, I do not know that I have any particular objection to it; 
but if it is to be considered on its merits before it is disposed 

· of, I shall want to be heard, because I am one who agrees 
entirely with the Senat or from Arkansas. I am decidedly 
opposed to having what, it seems to me, is an elementary right 

' of the Sena te to say what shall or shall not go into its REcoRD 
put into the hands of a joint committee, a part of which is 
connected with another body. I do not believe we are ready 
to surrender our right to decide here in the Senate a question 
of that kind, and if the question is being considered on its 
merits I certainly want to know it. 

Mr. FLETCHER. It is not now, and I hope the Senator will 
forego any discussion and leave the matter open, as it was 
before the question came up, because that particular point is 
really a moot question at this time. Mr. President, I call for 
a vote on the motion to reconsider. · 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Florida to reconsider the vote by which the 
order was agreed to. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 
Mr. FLETCHER. Now I move that the order, which appears 

on page 2571 of the RECORD, be referred to the Joint Committee 
on Printing. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think it would be better if the Senator 
should not make that motion. The diagram is already printed, 
and it will appear in the speech of the Senator from Iowa. 
Why, after it has become an accomplished fact, we should send 
an order to the Joint Committee on Printing and have it com
municate with the Public Printer on a subject that has already 
been attended to, I can not understand. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Very well. 
l\Ir. GALLINGER. I suggest to the Senator to let the matter 

rest as it is. 
l\f r. FLETCHER. I will not press it. I will leave. it 

where it is. 
Ur. NORRIS. Before the Senator leaves that subject, I 

understand the motion to reconsider has prevailed. That now 
brings the original motion before the Senate. Does the Senator 
intend to let it stand in that way? · 

Mr. FLETCHER. As it now stands, the order of the Senate 
is that the vote be reconsidered whereby that order was agreed 
to. Therefore the order itself is pending. 

Mr. NORRIS. Yes; but the motion itself is now before the 
Senate, after we have voted to reconsider the vote by which it 
:was adopted. 

Mr. FLETCHER. It is now before the Senate. 
Mr. NORRIS. The motion stands now just as it did on the 

original order which was voted o~ and it ought to be disposed 
of one way or the other, ought it not? 

Mr. FLETCHER. I was proposing to dispose of it, but, upon 
objection being made, I am prepared to leaYe it just as it 
stands. 

Mr. NORRIS. If it is wrong, we ought to vote it down, but 
it seems to me that it is now in ·a peculiar light, with :i motion 
pending before the Senate, which always will be pending, unless 
:we dispose of it one way or the other. 

.Mr. FLETCHER. I am willing to have it put on the cal
endar under Rule IX, and I ask that it go to the calendar under 
Rule IX, Mr. President. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it will go to 
the calendar. 

RURAL B ANKING AND CURRENCY REFORM. 

Mr. FLETCHER. I ask unanimous consent to have printed 
as a public document an address by Charles Hall Davis, of 

Petersburg, Va., delivered at Lake Toxaway, N. C., July 12, 
1913, before the South Carolina Bankers' Association, on the 
subject of rural banking and cm'I·ency reform ( S. Doc. No. 140) , 
and also to have printed as a public document an address, like·· 
wise delivered by Mr. Davis, at Asheville, N. C., on the occasion 
of its seventeenth annual convention, before the North Carolina 
Bankers' Association and representatives of the committees on 
rural finan<!e of the various State bankers' associations of the 
Southern States (S. Doc. No. 141) . 

Mr. SMOOT. I should like to ask the Senator from Florida 
how many public documents have already been printed upon 
this one subject? 

Mr. FLETCHER. These are the only documents which I 
have offered to be printed on . this particular subject; and, so 
far as I know, this is the only discussion of any specific plan 
for the establishment of rural banks in this country. I desire 
to _have the matter in shape for the committees that are con
sidering at presen t the banking and currency bills which are 
pending. I think these addresses are valuable contributions 
to the subject, and I know of no subject of greater importance, 
especially to the agricultural people of the country, than the 
subj ect of agricultural ba nks and cooperation. 

Mr. SMOOT. l\fr . President, my memory is that there haye 
been a great number of articles upon this identical subject 
prin ted as public documents; and, if I am not mistaken, they 
would form a large book if they were all brought together. I 
am not going to object to the printing of these two addresses, 
but I beliern the time has arrised when we should refuse to 
print a s a public document every speech which is deliyered u~on 
this subject. 

Mr. FLETCHER. I agree with the Senator from Utah, and 
I am very careful about asking for the printing of public docu
ments. I know the study that Mr. Davis has given this subject 
and I know the work he has spent upon it. A part of it llas 
been at my request and suggestion. I know how thoroughly 
he has gone into it, and I know that this is a very yaluable con
tribution, bringing the subject up to date. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. President--
T·he VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Florida 

yield to the Senator from South Dakota? 
Mr. FLETCHER. I do. 
Mr. CRAWFORD. The Senator will permit me to remark 

that while there is a vast amount of literature, monographs, 
and treatises, ma.king a large library, collected by the Monetary 
Commission and from other sources, there is comparatively 
little in all that collection which relates to cooperative farmers' 
banks. It is a question of wide interest; one toward which the 
public is looking for information; and comparatively the litera
ture is scant. I think a commission is now investigating that 
system abroad. I therefore hope the Senate will not be illib
eral in allowing documents upon that -particular subject to be 
printed. 

Mr. FLETCHER. There have been various reports made 
and bulletins and documents printed; but, as the Senator from 
South Dakota suggests, the literature on this particular phase 
of the matter is yery limited and very meager, I must say. 
The commission which spent three months studying this sub
ject in certain European countries where systems which have 
been of vast benefit to the agricultural development of those 
countries are in operation is on its way home and will 

·arrive in New York next Saturday, after spending months in 
the study of the subject; and this is in line with their work. 

1\fr. GALLINGER. 1\Ir. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Florida 

yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 
Mr. FLETCHER. I do. 
1\Ir. GALLINGER. I do not propose to antagonize the re

quest of the Senator from Florida, but I should like the Senator 
to state who Mr. Davis is and what his qualifications are. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. Davis is a distinguished lawyer o1 
some twenty-odd years' experience, residing in Petersburg, Va. 
He has had such experience as acquaints him with this par
ticular subject, I think, in a way that makes his work quite 
important. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I simply desire to add that I presume 
during the last three months I haye received through the mail at 
least 25. "sure cures" for currency eYils, and I have in several 
instances been r equested to a sk that they be printed as public 
documents. I neither have read the documents which have been 
sent to me, nor have I made the request that I was asked to 
make. 

While I think this contribution may be of sufficient consequence· 
to have it printed as a Senate document, yet I am constantly 
impres ed, as I it he·re from day to clay, with the feeling that 

. we are printing a great deal of material that is of very little 
concern to the Government or of advantage to us as legislators. 
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Mr. President, the Senator vouches that Mr. Davis, while a 
lawyer, has given great study to this problem, which is one of 
banking in a certain direction, and I certainly will not object 
to the printing, but will only warn the Senate that I think they 
are running riot in this matter of printing the opi'nions of all 
sorts and conditions of people on every possible subject under 
the hea Yens. 

l\Jr. F'LETOHER. I quite agree ·with the Senator, Mr. Presi
dent, in general, and I wish to be careful in that direction my
self. I know that these addresses w·ere prepared with great care 
by 1\lr. Davis, at the request, in one instance, of the North Caro
lina Bankers' Association, and, in aiwther instance, at the re
quest of the South Carolina Banke1·s' Association, and they are, 
I think, quite important. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Florida 

yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 
Mr. FLETCHER. I do. 
Mr. NORRIS. I should like to inctuire of the Senator from 

Florida if in these addresses there is set out any specific statute 
of foreign countries where this system of banking has been in 
vogue in the past, and whether any concrete form of statute is 
suggested in either of the addresses? 

Ur. FLETCHER. There are no statutes of foreign countries 
set out in either address; but there is a proposed plan which 
is outlined and deyeloped and the reasons given why that plan 
would be effective. 

Mr. NORRIS. I am very glad to hear the Senator say that, 
because in my investigation of this subject, which has been nR 
exhaustiYe as I have had time to make it, I have not found 
in the literature in reference to the matter what I deemed to be 
practical suggestions that would assist in framing any legisla
tion on the subject. I believe it is of great importance, and 
I am convinced that in other countries they have developed in 
this respect to the benefit of the agriculturists. I think we 
might well study it, and I welcome any suggestion from any 
honest source looking to some practical legislation on the sub· 
ject. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Florida? The Ohair hears none, and the 
addresses referred to by him will be printed as public docu
ments. 

ADDRESS OF R. C. MILLIKEN. 

l\Ir. SHAFROTH. Mr. President, a few days ago I asked 
unanimous consent that an address by Mr. R. C. Milliken relat
ing to the question of banks and bank currency be printed in 
the RECORD. It was at that time objected to by the Senato1· 
from l\Iinnesota [l\lr. CLAPP], but he has informed me since 
that he desired to withdraw his objection. Therefore I ask 
unanimous consent that the address be printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. GALLINGER. l\fr. President, I will ask the Senator 
from Colorado who is the author of the address? · 

l\Ir. SHAFilOTH. l\Ir. R. C. Milliken. 
l\1r. GALLINGER. What are his qualifications to discuss the 

subject? 
Mr. SHAFROTH. He .is somewhat of a specialist on matters 

relating to finance. I have read the address, which is a very 
able one. I will say to the Senator from New Hampshire that 
I have also received a g'reat many documents on this subject 
from various persons, one of which proposes to issue 
$5,000,000,000 of currency, and another which proposes to make 
the standard of value the kilowatt hour, but of course I have 

- not asked that they be printed in the RECORD. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, the Senator from Colorado 

undoubtedly knows that the experts on finance who are flooding 
us with these documents are about as numerous as the autumnal 
leaves of Vallombrosa, and they are confusing a good deal the 
minds of those of us who take the trouble to read them. But 
if the Senator feels that this gentleman is really an expert 
and that his opinions are worthy of more than ordinary con
sideration I will not object to the request. 

l\Ir . . SHAFROTH. l\Ir. President, it has been suggested to 
me that I ask that the paper be printed as a public document, 
instead of being printed in the RECORD, and I change my re
quest to that extent. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President, I shall have to object to 
the address being printed as a public document. I think there 
may be a reason, if the Senator desires it personally, to have 
it in the RECORD, but I object to having it printed as a 
document. . · 

l\fr. SHA.FROTH. Very well, then, let the request stand that 
"it be printed in the IlE ORD. 

·The VICE PRESID&~T. Is there objection to the address 
being printed in the RECORD? The Chair hears none, and 
that order is made. 

The matter referred to .is as ·follows: 
.Address of R. C. Milliken, monetary statist of Washington delivered 

under the direction of the educational bureau of the Yo'ung Men's 
Christian Association, .April 11, 1913, entitled "The views of Presi· 
dent Jackson respecting the so-called central bank." · 
I very much doubt if the views of any really prominent public man 

on so vital a question were ever more misunderstood than those of 
President Jackson respecting the so-called central bank. He favored the 
principle of a central bank but opposed and destroyed the institution 
which failed to carry out the purposes of its creation . . I direct your 
attention to the language used by him in bis celebrated messaae to 
Congress of JuJy 10, 1832, in which he vetoed the act to recharte'i: the 
United States Bank. He said : . 

"A bank of the United States is in many respects convenient for 
the Government and useful to the people. Entertaining this opinion 
and deeply impressed with the belief .that some of the powers and privi
l~ges possess~d by the e~sting bank are unauthorized by the Constitu
t~on, subversive of the nghts of the States, and dan~erous to .the liber
ties of the people, I felt it my duty at an early period of my adminis· 
tration to call the attention of Congress to the practicability of 
organizing an institution combining all its advantages and obviating 
those objections. I sincerely regret that in the act before me I can 
perceive none of those modifications of the bank charter which are 
necessary, in my opinion, to. make it compatible with justice, with 
sound policy, or with the Constitution of our country." 

WHAT PLAN DID .JACKSON HAVE I'!'i MIND TO RECOMMEND TO CONGRESS? 

That language is too clear for argument. He admits favoring the 
principle. He was called on to approve or veto a specific act to re· 
ch!lrter a particular bank which had already forfeited its right to 
exist. It was not incumbent on him to set forth in that veto message 
the specific provisions which such a charter should contain for the 
protection of the public interests. He need not have said he believed 
such an institution was "convenient for the Government and useful 
to. t~e people." However, be did not stop with that gratuitous ad
m1ss10n, but went further and said be felt it was his duty at an 
early period of bis administration to submit a plan to Congress which 
not only would obviate the objections of the charter he vetoed, but 
combine the advantages which would render it an instrumentality for 
the public good. 

It shall be my object this evening to point out to you, in the light 
of the history ot those ·times; the plan which I believe Jackson bad in 
mind to submit to Congress. It was "at an early period " of bls 
administration that he says this "duty" manifested itself to his 
judgment. It becomes necessary, therefore, to consider some of the 
events of that period. 'l'wo years before he was inaugurated President 
there was published in Lon-don a most important treatise on banking, 
one which to . this day is a standard authority on banking in every 
country having international commerce. It gave to its author, James 
W. Gilbart, F. R. S., great renown as a monetary thinker. It made 
him so famous that some of the ablest financiers of the British 
metropolis supplied him with funds and induced him to return to that 
city of his birth and early banking experience and organize the first 
of the London great joint-stock banks. No greater compliment was 
ever paid to a thinker than that compliment paid to Gilbart by those 
London capitalists. It is no easy matter to induce capital to flnanc~ 
a new project, but it is well-nigh impossible to induce capital to 
engage in a lawsuit, and · that is just what· Gilbart's project meant. 
He had to destroy the monopoly then enjoyed by the Bank of England 
before be could put his principles into operation. What a fight he 
made! It was against the most Eowerful corporation in the world at 
that tiQJ.e. the Bank of England. n the beginning he had no influential 
persons to aid him, but after fighting in all the courts of Elngland, 
though losing his legal battle, be so educated the public that Parlia
ment came to hill rescue and destroyed the monopoly of the Bank of 
England, and then it was that Gilbart came into possession of bis 
rights-the right to do a necessary and useful business in a free 
country. 

Jackson was not a monetary expert-that is1 be did not possess 
accurate detailed information oil monetary affairs, on which be ba" 
given deep and sustained thought-something which carries a conviction 
that makes a man fight to the last ditch, as Gilbart did. But it is 
most unreasonable to suppose that some of the political economists o! 
this country failed to direct Jackson's attention to the principles advo
cated by Gilbart, for those two great men had one important interest 
in common-the destruction of bank monopoly. I believe that Jackson 
"at an early period of (his) administration," when bis attention was 
first directed to Gilbart's philosophy, bad it in mind to recommend to 
Congress the principles advocated by that great philosopher of credit, 
but as his time was engrossed with other important public duties thos~ 
early-formed views-not convictions-passed from his mind. He 
doubtless retained enough to be convinced be was thoroughly justified 
in vetoing that act to recharter his implacable foe, the United States 
Bank. 
HOW GILB.ART'S PHILOSOPHY MUST HAVE INFLUENCED .JACKSON'S MIND. 

It ls necessary, therefore, to call att~ntion to some of the important 
·truths announced at that time by Gilbart. He contended that the 
merchant was the permanent regurator of the interest on money, the 
immediate regulator being the proportion existing between the supply 
and the demand. This is what he wrote: 

" Sir Josiah Child, in his excellent essay on Trade, accuses the 'new
fashioned bankers ' of being the main cause of keeping the interest of 
money at least 2 per cent higher than otherwise it would be; for by 
allowing their creditors 6 per cent they make moneyed men sit down 
lazily with so high an interest and not push into commerce with their 
money as they certainly would do were it at 4 or 3 per cent, as in Hol
land. 'This high interest also keeps the price of land at so low as lo 
years' purchase. It also makes money scarce in the count1·y, seeing that 
thl' trade of bankers being only in London, it very much drains the 
ready money from all other parts of the kingdom." · 

That we may be able to judge of these accusations, it will be neces
sary to make some observations upon those circumstances which influ
ences the rate of interest. 

It has been the opinion of most of our political economists that the
rate of interest is regulated by the rate of profit. This sentiment has, 
however, been attacked. It has been contended that the rate of inter
est is not influenced by the average rate of profit, but by the moneyed 
capital in the market, compared with the wants of borrowers. In other 
words, that the price of money is influenced by the proportion b1>twecn 
the demand and t he supply. 
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This sentiment is undoubtedly- right, but it does not overthrow the 

p1·<'position against which it is advanced. The price of money or of the 
loan of · money is, no doubt, like the price of other commodity, regu
la ted at any particular time by the proportion between the supply and 
U1 e. demand. But does not the rate of profit regulate the supply and 
the demand? \Vill any commercial man borrow money when be must 
give a higher interest for it than be can profit by its use? Or will any 
man lend money at a very low interest when by engaging in business 
he can make a very high profit? It 'is true that on particular occa
sicns and under particular circumstances some -individuals may do this, 
but not permanently and universally. It is obvious, then, that a high 
rate of interest in proportion to profits increases tbe supply of money 
and diminishes the demand, and a low rate of interest in proportion to 
profits increases the demand for the loan of money and diminishes the 
supply. The rate of interest, therefore,- is ultimately regulated by the 
rate of profits. 

When we say the price of cotton is regulated by the cost of production, 
we do not mean to deny that the market price of cotton is fixed by the 
proportion between the demand and the supply. On the contrary, this 
is admitted; but, then, it is contended that the supply itself is regu
lated by the cost of production. If the market price of cotton were so 
low as not to furnish the grower a fair average of profit on the capital 
employed, then would capital be removed after a while from the culti
vation of cotton to some other employment? And if the price of cotton 
were so hi~b as to furnish more than a fair average of profit, then 
after a while more capital will find its way into that employment, the 
supply would be increased, and the price would fall ; but it is only by 
influencing the supply that the cost of production may be the same for 
a number of years, the price may be perpetually varying. The price 
may from a variety of causes be in a state of constant vibration; but it 
can not permanently deviate on one side or the other much beyond the 
line marked out by the cost of production. 

It is the same with money. It is subject to perpetual fluctuations 
from the proportion between the demand and the supPly, but it does not 
deviate far from the line marked out by the rate of profit. For the rate 
of profit not only influences the supply (as with cotton), but also influ
ences the demand. 

The above reasoning is founded on the supposition that those who 
borrow money borrow it for the purpose of investing it in trade or of 
making a profit by its use. But this is not always the case; and ls 
never the case with the government of a country, who always borrows 
for the purpose of spending. Now, we can form a judgment as to 
what portion of his profits a merchant is willing to give for the loan 
of a sum of money, but we can form no judgment as to the conduct of a 
profligate rake who wants money to spe:p.d on bis follies. A king or a 
government is in the same state. · 

They will borrow money as cheaply as they can; but at all events 
money they will have. We can not therefore infer that, because 
Charles II gave at times to the new-fashioned bankers 30 per cent for 
money, the average rate of profit exceeded 30 per cent. May not, then. 
those advances to the king have bad the effect of raising the interest of 
money and thus justify the accusations of Sir Josiah Child? 

When a number of commercial men borrow money of one another, 
the permanent regulator of the rate of interest is the rate of pro'fit: 
and the immediate regulator is the proportion between the demand and 
the supply. But when a new party comes into the market, who has no 
common interest with them, who does not borrow money to trade with 
but to spend, the permanent regulator (the rate of profit) loses its influ
ence, and the sole regulator is then the proportion between the demand 
and the ,supply. The loans to the king created a much greater demand 
for money, and the rate of interest consequently rose. These demands 
were so great an amount and were so frequently repeated that the rate 
of interest became permanently high. Many individuals would no doubt 
(as Sir Josiah Child states they did) withdraw their capital from trade 
and live upon the interest of their money. And others who were in 
business would employ their superfluous capital in lending It at interest, 
rather than in extending their business. Those commercial men who 
now wanted to borrow money must give a higher interest for it than 
they did before. To enable themselves to do this they must charge 
a higher profit on their goods. 'l'bus, then, in the artificial state of the 
money market it appears reasonable to suppose that the rate of interest 
may have regulated the rate of profit, .instead of the rate of profit regu
lating the rate of interest, which is the natural state. 
CLASS OF MERCHANTS WHO ARE P ERMANENT REGULATORS OF I~TEREST 

RATE. 

Gilbart was very clear in all his statements, and left nothing to con
jecture as to the class of merchants who are the permanent regulators 
of th e interest on money, namely, those merchants buying seasonable 
articles for a consumptive rather than a speculative demand. Listen t<t' 
what he wrote on that : 

" Between the producer and the consumer of any commodity there 
are generally two or more parties, who are merchants or dealers. The 
demand for any commodity is either a speculative or a consumptive de
mand. The demand by the consumers who purchase for immediate use 
is aIWays a consumptive demand. But if tlie commodity purchased be 
not intended for immediate use, but is purchased at any given time 
merely because the purchaser apprehends that its price will advance, 
then is that demand a speculative demand. So if a merchant purchase 
of a manufacturer or a farmer such a quantity of commodities as in 
the ordinary course of his trade he is likely to require, that demand 
may be considered a consumptive demand; but if in expectation of a 
rise in price he fills bis warehouses with goods for which he bas no 
immediate sale, then is that demand · a speculative demand. A specula
tion, then, is that kind of traffic in which the dealer expects to realize 
a profit, not by the ordinary course of trade, but by the intervention of 
some fortuitous circumstance that shall change the price of the com
modity in which he deals. 

"A speculation in any commodity, therefore, is occasioned by some 
opinion that may be formed of its future price. It is well known that 
the price of commodities Is governed by the proportion that may exist 
between the supply and the demand. Whatever increa es the supply or 
diminishes the demand will lower the price. and, on the contrary, wbat 
ever diminishes the supply or increases the demand will advance the 
price." 

When Gilbart thus wrote, the Bank of England, like the United 
States Bank, was controlled by bankers who were selling credit for 
profit and not as the permanent r egulator of the interest rate, as is 
the practice with that institution at present._ Before the Bank of Eng
land became a real bank of commerce panics occurred with the same 
frequency in the United Kingdom that they do now in the United 
States. · 

THE VOTI~G UNIT IN CO~TROL OF THE HEAD OF' THE CREDIT SYSTE:\I. 

In considering the control of any corporation, especially the bead of 
the credit system, we should not begin with the executive officers or the 
directors-the legislative body-but must go to the very source of con
trol, the flesh and blood which elect the directorate. because tbe director 
of a corporation is a business politician and may be relied on to exe
cute the will of those electing bim to office. The amount of bank stock 
required to qualify the electors-voting units--0f the central banks of 
England, France, and Belgium are charter provisions, but the other 
qualifications are regulated in other ways, usually by by-laws. The 
bank-stock interest of the Bank of England elector is $2,500 (500 
pounds) ; the Bank of Belgium's is $2,000 (10,000 francs) ; while the 
electors of the Bank of France comprise its 200 largest stockholders not 
possessing some disqualifying interest. Those bank stocks are at a 
premium, so It requires an expenditure of $8,140 to nurcbase an elec
torsblp in the Bank of England and $8,685 in the Bank of Belgium. 

"GREAT MERCHANT" QUALIFICATION OF THE VOTING UNIT. 

The other qualification of the Bank of England elector is the "great 
merchant" who does not possess some antagonistic interest. namely, a 
"great merchant" who is not engaged in speculative enterprises or the 
sale of bank credit for profit. The amount of mercantile interest re
quired to make an English merchant a " great merchant" in the esti-

-mation of those in control of that institution is difficult to asce1·tain; 
in fact, it varies ; but I do not believe the least of those "great mer
chant" electors has less than $100,000 invested in the mercantile busi
ness. Each elector bas just one vote for the governor and directors. 
So that 500 pounds of bank-stock interest :zives an elector as much 
voice in control as would 5,000,000 pounds. Not one of those European 
central banks is stock controlled, their stock being used as one, but by 
no means the most important, qualifying factor. No class is more inter
ested in the stability of values than those merchants who deal in sea
sonable articles for a consumptive demand. No other class is more in
jured by panics. To illustrate this we have but to direct attention to 
the actua experience of London during the 1907 panic. At that time 
one of the great banks of that city was in dire distress for immediate 
cash resources, and not one of its rivals would aid it; but the Bank of 
England, sin°'le handed and alone, went to its rescue and furnished it 
with all needed assistance. There was absolutely no. patriotism in that 
act on the part of the Bank of England. They knew if that bank failed, 
a panic might ensue, and the injury resulting to their business would 
be incalculable, for they were the owners and possessors of large stocks 
of seasonable merchandise, the styles of 1907-8, which had to be 
disposed of during that season and not the following season when they 
would be supplanted by new styles. It was, therefore, to the selfish 
interest of those "great merchant" electors to use the credit of the 
Bank of England for the public good. They did not do that with their 
own wealth ; they acted as trustees for the public. There are appr·oxi
mately 300 electors and more than 18,000 stockholders of the Bank of 
England, just 200 electors and more than 30,000 stockholders of the 
Bank of France, and 528 electors and more than 10,000 stockholders of 
the Bank of Belgium. 

THE !INFLUENCE OF GILBART'S PHILOSOPHY O~ THE CO~TLNENT. 

There is no comparison between the central bank of Jackson's time 
and that of to-day. Previous to the announcement of Gilbart's phi
losophy the public did not know the raison d'etre of that institution, and 
in consequence of that ignorance the central bank's greatest menace 
was the ambitious war lord. Why, had it not been for the French 
victory at Austerlitz the French people would have been ruined finan
cially, just as they had been ruined on two. previous occasions. by war 
lords because Napoleon, just before engagmg in that campaign, vir
tually drained the Bank of France of its gold reserve. He left only 
$150 000 at a time when the bank had 65,000,000 francs of demand 
obligations outstanding. Only a few years before this French incident, 
in 1797 we find the British war lord also looking on that institution 
as the engine of state rather than an instrument of commerce. During -
that year the Pitt ministry forced the Bank of England, against the 
solemn protest of its officers and directors, to make the Government a 
$5,000,000 loan with which to wage war against F1·ance. Such loan 
emptied the bank's vaults of gold. In an attempt to compensate the 
bank for that act of force the ministry induced Parliament to make 
the bank's notes a legal tender in the payment of debts. Here was 
the British Government for the first time in its long and eventful 
history of sound finance attempting to make money out of pieces of 
paper. What was the result of that act of repudiation? Loss of 
public confidence in the abllity and good faith of the bank to redeem 
its obligations in gold. Of course, its notes fell below par and there 
remained for nearly a quarter of a century. Parliament tendered the 
same paternalistic aid of repudiation to the Scotch banks, but their 
officers had the good sense to decline it, and in consequence their notes 
remained at par with gold during the whole of the devastating 
Napoleonic wars. · 

But after Gilbart turned on the light of truth public sentiment 
cha~ged respecting. the control of that important fuancial institution, 
for mstead of looking to the State as the only safe guardian of com
merc;e, they now look to the most potent force of human nature-
self-mterest. Keep the most important instrument of commerce free 
~nd. the _citizens will make the wherewithal to protect the Government 
IB its distress, but shackle that instrument and you deprive the citi
zens of the opportunity to aid their Government in time of need. 
CE::!<TRAL BANK THE MOST JMPORTANT BUT NOT THE O:N'LY FACTOR TO THE 

SUCCESS OF THE CREDIT SYSTEM. 

Please don't understand 1!1e as contending that a prop~rly controlled 
head of the credit system will cure all the financial ills of any country 
I simply claim it to be the most important factor of the credit system· 
Credit bas as much influence on prices as gold. In other words, an 
expansion of credit by $100,000,000 has as much influence on prices 
as an addition of $109,000,000 to the quantity of gold. It matters 
n_ot whether the credit ins1!ume~t employed to bring abo. ut such expan
sion be bank . notes, deposit~, bills of exchange, promissory notes, or 
any other evidence of credit, the effect on prices will be precisely 
the saI!le. J?hn Stuart Mill says, "Money and credit are ex.actly on 
a par 1Il their effect on prices." Henry Dunning :Macleod, the great 
Scotch philosopher of credit, says : 

"It is perfectly acknowledged that credit produces exact ly the 
same effect on prices as gold. And it bas been shown by authentic 
statistics that in modern times gold only forms about 1 per cent of 
the circulating medium of currency; and to suvpose t hat a variation 
to the small extent of a fraction of 1 per cent in tbe amount of the 
circulating medium, or measure of value, could produce tbe effect 
so popularly attributed to it is wholly beyond reason." 
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Go to a store ::md buy an overcoat, and you thereby remove that 
one article of commerce from the market and, pro tanto, cause an 
advance in the price of that article, and the ef!ect is pre'cisely the 
same whether you pay for it in gold or obtain it on credit. That 
credit may be evidenced by your open account with your merchant, by 
your promissory note executed in bis favor, by a bill drawn by you 
on some of your debtors or a person who bas agreed to accept it, by 
your check on your bank or a bank note. The ef!ect will be the same 
whether you use one or the other of those credit instrull!ents or p_ay 
for that overcoat in gold. The cause for the advance m the price 
was ymir consumption of that article. Any credit system, therefore, 
which facilitates the production of commerce or restrains overcon
sumption is a good system, and any credit system which ~oes not 
afford ample facilities for the production of commerce or which falls 
to restrain overconsumption is a bad system. 

In conclusion, let me say that as credit is on a par with gold in 
influencing prices-influencing them downward when used for produc
tion and upward when used for <?Vercons1;1n;i.I?tion ; as, the. production 
of commerce is an absolute necessity to civilized mans existence and 
overconsumption an evil which should be restrained ; as credl~ has 
about ninety-nine times greater influence than gold in af!ec:ting p~ice~
does it not follow, then. tha~ 'Ye s_ho~ld have <:me credit instituti~n 
in this country whose sole nnss1on it is to facihtate the one ap.d .re
strain the other of those conditions 'l Without su~h an institutl_on 
commerce will not only suffer for lack of ample fac1Llties, but parucs 
will continue periodically to wipe us off the financial map. I believe 
it was such an institution which Jackson thought was " useful to the 
people," and which he felt it his "duty" ~o recommend to Con~e~s. 
If such a corporation was thought to be. useful to the. p~ople m 
Jackson's time, when there was not a smgle hundred million dol)ar 
corporation in the country, what about it now, when hundred million 
dollal' corporations are so numerous no one can count them of!hand 'l 
Ask the average life insurance agent you chance to. meet .to name the 
hundred million dollar corporations engaged in bis. busmess, and I 
venture the assertion that not one out of ten can give you a. correct 
r eply without referring to a P?Cket index,. yet that ~s a class of cor
poration unknown to the American people m Jacksons time. All have 
been organized since then. 

THE TARIFF. 

1\Ir. Sll\Il\IONS. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of House bill 3321, being the tariff 
bill. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
.Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 3321) to 
reduce tariff duties and to provide revenue for the Go\ernment, 
and for other purposes. . . 

Mr. WORKS. Mr. President, I want to say m the be~m
ning that, considering the state of the weather, to say nothmg 
of the uninteresting character of what I am about to say, I 
shall not complain of any Senator who seeks a more CO!fifort
able place than this Chamber. I am sorry, under the circum
stances, to burden the Senate with a speech, and I would not 
do so, except out of a high sense of duty to the people of my 
State. 

I regret exceedingly that the Democratic Party could not or 
would not formulate a just and reasonable tariff measure that 
would afford fair and equitable protection to American indus
tries and at the same time furnish the needed revenue for the 
Government. If this had been done, I should have been willing 
and glad to support it. 

I am not much of a partisan. A political party means noth
ing to me, except as it represents fundamental principles of 
government in which I belie"Ve. Therefore, I would have sup
ported a measure of this kind coming from the Democratic 
side of the Senate just as readily as I would if it had come 
as a Ilepublican m·easure. 

It has been said by the chairman of the Committee on Fi
nance that in arri"Ving at the rates of duty fixed by the pend
inO' bill the question of protection was not considered. There 
co7:i id be no stronger proof of the truth of this statement than 
the rates that are fixed upon the products of the State of 
California. The Senator from Iowa [Mr. CUMMINS], in a very 
able re"View of this bill, shows that 51 per 'Cent of the things 
produced in my State are made subject to duty; but, sir, this 
is for revenue only and not for protection, as I shall proceed 
to show. 
- alifornia occupies a peculiar position in respect of tariff 
legislation. She produces what is not found in any other sec
tion of the country. Her chief products are not grown in any 
other State in the Union. Therefore, there is no Senator upon 
this floor, except my colleague, who has any direct interest in 
the effort I am about to make to protect my State from ruinous 
legislation. It is for that reason, Mr. President, that I have 
felt it my duty to devote myself r. ~ this time to a discussion of 
the effect of this bill, if it shall become a law, upon the prod
ucts of my own State. 

In what I am about to say there will be included much in the 
form of tabulated figures and communications from others giv
ing facts and data with respect to the subject concerning which 
I am about to address myself. I do not desire to take up the 
time of the Senate unnecessarily, and, therefore, I ask in the 
beginning, Mr. President, unanimous consent that I may, as I 
come to these documents, include them as a part of my remarks 
without reading. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, per
mission to do so is granted. 

LEM'ONS. 

l\lr. WORKS. The question of the tariff on citrus fruits is a 
question of right and justice and not of expediency or of politics, . 
just as "it is in case of any and every domestic product, whether 
it be a farm product or one of manufacture. Any attempt to use 
it for political or partisan ad\antage, no matter by whom, or how 
tempting such a use of it may seem, is a wrong to parties imme
diately and directly interested, a breach of duty to the Govern
ment, and a violation of a public and official obligation. If the 
lemon industry needs · and is entitled to a duty under the doc
trine of protection, for which the Republican Party stands 
pledged, no Republican Senator can consistently vote to deprive 
it of that right. If the tariff is a source of revenue to the Gov
ernment and it seems to be just, no Democrat can vote to deny 
the industry this just protection if he believes in a tariff for 
revenue only and is not an out-and-out free trader. 

The question is one between the fruit growers of our own 
country, who are by their energy and industry and the expendi
ture of millions and millions of dollars adding to the material 
wealth of the country, and foreign :producers, importers, and 
their agents and brokers, who contribute nothing to the up
building of the Nation. It is a question between the men who 
pay the taxes and spend their money, derived from their busi
ness, here with us, and the foreign producer, who pays no 
taxes and takes the money derived from what he sells to a 
foreign country and spends it there. It is a question between 
an industry that supports and maintains hundreds of American 
families, drawn from every State in the Union, and pays 
American wages, and a foreign industry that feeds no mouths 
in this country and pays the pauper wages of a foreign country. 
To this it is answered that by the tariff the price of lemons is 
increased, that they are necessary for the use of the sick and 
the poor, and that therefore the tariff is an injustice to the 
consumers in our own country. 

Mr. President, I propose to present this question, not as a. 
political question·, not as a plea for the upbuilding of an indus
try in my own State at the expense of any other industry or 
without reference to the rights of the public or the consumer, 
but strictly as a question of right and justice to all parties 
concerned. Therefore I expect to show by the evidence and 
data which I shall submit for $le consideration of . the Senate: 

First. That this industry needs and must have a tariff if it is 
to continue. 

Second. That such a tariff as is now imposed has not and will 
not increase the price of lemons to consumers. 

Third. That the increased tariff now imposed has not de
creased, but has, in fact, increased the revenue to the Govern
ment derived from the tariff. 

I am impressed with the belief that Members of Congress, 
as a rule, have very little conception of the extent and im
portance of this industry, not only to the State of California, 
but to the whole Nation, and but little understanding of the 
time and money necessary to bring a lemon orchard to bearing, 
or the skill and care and risk of producing and marketing the 
fruit. For that reason I am going to trespass upon the time 
and patience of the Senate in the effort to describe the con
ditions in my own State as to the present extent and importance 
-Of the industry and the facilities in the way of other suitable 
landS and supply of water for its extension, and give some 
account of the manner of growing, curing, and marketing the 
fruit, the expense involved and the risks to be met in the grow
ing of the trees, and the production and marketing of the fruit. 
I do this partly for the information of Senators that they may 
act more intelligently in dealing with the question, partly to 
establish the right of the fruit growers to the present tariff 
rate, and partly because it has been claimed in some quarters 
not only that this country is not now producing sufficient of 
such fruit to supply the market, but that it never can. 

The first of these claims is well founded. This country is 
not now producing sufficient lemons to supply our home market. 
Therefore it must be conceded. that no tariff should be imposeu 
that would prevent the importation of foreign-grown lemons. 
But the second claim, namely, that this country can not meet 
the demand of the borne market in the future, is not well 
founded. It is well understood that only a comparatiYely small 
area of this country is adapted to the growth of citrus fruits 
because of the adverse climatic conditions. In what I am about 
to say on this subject I shall speak of my own State only, and 
I can do that better by submitting data covering the present 
acreage in bearing lemons, the planting not yet mntured, the 
area of land in the State adapted to the growth of lemons if 
the industry is properly fostered and protected and the esti
mated output of lemons from this area. 
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In this connection I desire to say not only with respect to 

data bearing upon this particular subject, but as. to all data 
used in what I shall say, that it has been gathered by thor
oughly competent and reliable men under strict instructions 
from me to endeavor to arrive at the facts when available, 
and where estimates were necessary to keep within strictly 
conservative and safe lines, so that I might pe rightly in
formed and be able to vouch for the h·uth, accuracy, and con
servatism of the information I might attempt to impart to 
others. In gathering this information I have, wherever pos
sible, procured the services ' of men with whom I a~ p~r
sonally acquainted and upon whose competency and rehab1hty 
I could depend. And as to most of the data furnished, it has 
been taken directly from the books of the fruit growers, not 
made or kept for this purpose, but in the daily conduct of their 
own business. · 

These data in respect of this branch of the subject show
First. Number of acres of lemons in bearing, 24,443. 
Second. Number of trees in bearing, 1,833,011. 
Third. Number of acres planted to trees not yet in bearing, 

8,001. 
Fourth. Number of trees not yet in bearing, 600,095. 
Fifth. Number of acres of land in California adapted to the 

growth of lemons not yet planted, probably not less than 
95,000. 

Sixth. Number of acres planted to lemons during last year, 
2,000. . 

Seventh. Estimated annual planting, in acres, for the last five 
years, 1,000 to 3,000 acres. 

Eighth. Average yield of lemons per acre, 200 boxes from the 
well-cared-for orchard, 100 boxes per acre from all trees in the 
State. 

These data, which may be relied upon, show that with the 
present planting in California alone the annual output . may 
be relied upon as not less than 2,800,000 boxes; and with the 
total acreage of available land planted to lemons, which ma~ 
be depended upon if the industry is reasonably and properly 
protected against ruinous foreign competition, will be not less 
than 10,000,000 boxes. 

To arrive at correct results in meeting the claim that the 
production can never meet the demand, we should next look 
to the quantity consumed. This information is easily -.obtain
able from different sources, among others, Commerce and Navi
gation of th~ United States, Department of Commerce, for 
imports of lemons, the official railroad records showing ship
ments from California, as published in the Monthly Summary 
of Commerce and Finance of the United States, Department of 
Commerce, which show that the consumption of lemons, grown 
at home and abroad reaches approximately 4,000,000 boxes 
per annum. It will be readily seen from these figures that 
with its available land adapted to the growth of lemons planted 
to that fruit California alone will be able to supply the home 
market with all the lemons needed and that very soon. 

Mr. President, the importance· of this industry to the coun
try at large can not be overlooked or denied. If there is any 
industry in this country that should receive the favorable con
sideration of the Congress of the United States it is one like 
this that must be protected from foreign competition to live 
and which brings and keeps the people out of the city and on 
the farm. In this connection another claim that is urged 
against the California fruit grower, that he does not employ 
native help but resorts to foreign cheap labor, should be met. 
The conditions in California have been peculiar. Chinese and 
Japanese laborers have in past years found ' their way into 
our State against the earnest efforts of our own people to 
keep them out. They ha-ve, to some extent, supplanted white 
labor in the growing and marketing of fruit in the State. 

This condition has been forced upon the fruit growers in spite 
of them. They employ all of the white laborers that can be 
hHd and who are willing to do the work called for. Some of 
the growers, at least, have used every effort to induce native 
laborers to render the needed service. This has partially suc
ceeded, and the sldlled employees are white, and a large pro
portion of the ordinary laborers as well. The statisti~s show 
that about 85 per cent of the employees on the citrus-fruit 
ranches and in the packing houses are American laborers, and 
the percentage is increasing. There are about 3,500 orientals 
employed in a total of 25,000 laborers. It is no fault of the 
fruit growers, as a rule, that any foreign labore-rs are employed, 
as they prefer native white labor to any other. Surely it is in 
the interest of this country that American fruit ranches employ
ing this proportion of American citizens should be maintainet1 
rather than the foreign producer employing none but foreigners. 

HOW LEMONS ARE GROWX, Cl'RED, AND SHIPPED. 

With this passing notice of some of the objections made to a 
tariff on lemons, I pass to a showing of the manner of growing 
lemons, the skill and labor required in their growth, curfog, and 
shipment, and the risks encountered in carrying on this im
portant industry before taking up the comparative cost of pro
duction and marketing of the fruit in this country and abroad 
and the necessity of the tariff now imposed for the protection 
of our own growers. 

The growing of lemons requires a peculiar combination of 
soil and climate found only in a lin:ited area in this country. 
Only a part of the State, from central California south, is 
adapted to their commercial growth. It must be taken into 
account also that in the localities adapted to the growth of 
citrus fruits irrigation is necessary and adds to the cost of pro
duction. The ground must be carefully prepared in advance, 
and a system of irrigation provided. In most cases the water 
necessary for irrigation must be bought, thus adding to the 
original cost. 

The trees are transplanted at the age of 2 years and begin 
to bear in about four years thereafter, reaching full bearing at 
about 8 years of age. During all this time the trees must 
be cared for, irrigated, pruned, and the ground cultivated. The 
grower receives no returns to meet this continual expense for 
four years at least from the time .the ground is prepared for 
the trees and only a partial return for some time later. The 
harvesting of the crop is peculiar. Lemon trees are in bearing 
at all times of the year. The trees at all times bear fruit at 
all stages of growth from the bud to the full-grown fruit. 
'.rherefore picking of the fruit occurs at all times of the year. 
Ordinarily, in a well-regulated orchard, the fruit is picked 10 
or 12 times every year. The time of picking does not depend 
on the ripening of the fruit, for lemons are always 11icked green. 
'l'he time of picking depends on the size of the fruit, and that 
depends on the demands of the dealers and consumers of lemons. 
The size of the fruit is determined by the use of a ring of the 
1·equire<l size. Every lemon too large to pass through this ring 
is ready for picking, and the harvesting and curing of the fruit 
is kept up all through the year. The process of curing and 
loading on cars for shipment is well described by an exveri
enced grower as follows : 

The lemons are delivered at the door of the packing house in field 
boxes holding approximately 42 pounds net of fruit to the box. Two 
men unload to insure easy handling and stack the fruit six boxes 
high, which is _then weighed and trucked to !ts own section to await 
its turn to be washed. All lemons are washed, whether clean or dirty. 
'l'hey are then trucked to tbe washer; when box and all are lowered 
into the tank of water and the lemons allowed to float out of the box 
to eliminate any chance of bruising. This water contains a small 
per cent of copper sulphate, about 1 pound to a thousand gallons of 
water~ to prevent poison brown rot or PythiacysUs citrophthaca from 
spreaaing in the washer and infecting good fruit. There are several 
styles of washers in use, but we here speak of that known as the 
circular submerged. 

Passing through the washer brushes the lemons are carried alon.R on 
a wide canvas belt and are then separated into three grades : vark 
~reen, light green, and tree ripe or yellow. These are carefully placed 
lil boxes and stored in the curing house in tents. Here they are left 
for about a month and then examined for decay, when, if found neces
sary because of excessive decay, they are re-sorted and rots and con
tacts are taken out and the balance re-stored. If necessary this process 
is repeated until time of shipment. 

The tree ripe, being the weakest fruit, is sorted and shipped wheu 
from 10 ·days to 6 weeks old, the half or light green coming next, and 
the dark green being held until the demand warrants shipment. 

From the curing tents the fruit is trucked to the sorters where it is 
graded and placed in wooden trays 2 feet by 3 feet by 3 feet deep, one 
layer of fruit to each tray, stacked so as to allow some ventilation and 
stored until wanted in the packing room. • 

When wanted it is trucked to the packing room and a stack placed 
at each packer's skid. The skids are 9 feet long having room for three 
sets of trays, and each skid having three packing stands holding boxes 
ready for packing and wrapping of the fruit. 

Four trays are placed on one end of the skid and the packer selects 
the size that is to be packed in the box, usually a " three hundred," 
wrapped ·with tissue paper and placed in the box iJJ rows according to 
certain rules, which when followed will give a box containing 300 
lemons, all of uniform size and of tbe right height for proper trans
portation-the lemons usually being about an inch above the edge ot 
the box. 

When all of that size are taken from the tray the attendant, or 
"rustler," as he is known, places the partly emptied tray back one 
space on the skid and the packer repeats the process with the next 
tray, and so on. Then moving back to the next space the same process 
is repeated with the next size of lemon, usually the 360 size, etc., 
until the trays are empty; then moving again to the front of the skid, 
where a new supply has been placed. the process Is repeated. 

When the box is packed, the rustler carries it to the press skid, 
where the pressman, examining the box for defects in packing and 
finding it 0. K., puts on the cover, and by the use of the steel press 
forces down each end of the cover and the fruit flush with the end 
of the box, using great care to see that- the lemons are not caug!lt 
and bruised, when a small strip of wood known as a cleat is then 
placed over the cover and the ends of the box and nailed down to 
hold the covers in place. Over the center of the box a strap of iron 
is fastened which bolds the cover tight against the fruit, keeping it 
from shaking in the box. 
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The fruit is then trucked into the refrigerator ear and l6aded on end 
in rows two tiers deep, beginning a_t each end of the car against the 
bulkhead next to the ice tanks, leavmg air space of ab<>ut "3 inch.es be
tween each row, the boxes being placed .edge to. edge. Ea~h row is held 
In place by two car strips, pieces of lumber 1 me-h by § mch by 8 feet 
Jong which are nailed to the bead of each box, and where necessary car 
strips are na1led between rows at <:enter and ends of box to t.ake up 
,space in the car so as to make the tie.rs tight. Where sueh car strips 
.ue used, material H inches by !! , inch by 8 feet is necessary to keep 
from cutting the thin sides of boxes. 

In the summer during the hot weather tree-ripe and fruit that ts 
weakened from old age or other causes is iced in transit to prevent 
decay but the bulk of the fruit from houses using the better metllods 

' ts sent under ventilation and carries with but slight decay. 
Every man or woman who touches a lemon is compelled to wear .can

vas gloves to prevent any scratching or bruising of the fruit. Each 
lemon is bandied and examined individually seven tlmes1 once at time 
-0f picking twke at washer, once at sorting, once at cunng, an.d twice 
at packing, and i~ hl_Uldled ~ bulk by _16 to 18 different men at different 

· occasions., .from picking to time of shipment. 
All these processes are absolutely essential to the proper grading, 

curing, and shipping of the fruit. 
This will show the extreme care necessary in handling and 

curing the fruit. It will be noticed that a full month's time is 
taken in curing the fruit and that every lemon must be sepa
rately handled not less than seven times. This renders neces
sary the employment of a large number of persons skilled in 
their work and a very large building or storage space for the 
boxes of fruit in process of curing. Some of the fruit is cured 
several months before shipment. I have seen the process in 
-0peration in its various stages, and to me it is extremely inter
esting. It results in the production in every market of this 
country of fruit of the finest quality. 

C-OST OF PRODUCTION. 

With this brief statement of how the fruit is produced, the 
skill and knowledge necessary to its successful production, and 
the risks attending it, I pass to a consideration of the cost of 
production. I do this because it is declared as the policy of the 
Republican Party that a tariff shall be imposed equal to the 
difference between the cost of production here and .abroad, with 
a reasonable profit to the home producer. It is my purpose to 
compare the cost of production of lemons in this country .and 
Italy, the chief competitor of the domestic producer, with the 
view of showing by actual figures the right of our lemon grow
ers to the tariff now in force. 

There is .but little difficulty in arriving at the cost of produc
tion in this country. Most of the larger growers keep careful 
and accurate accounts of every item of .expense that enters 
into the preparation of the ground, the planting and cultivation 
of the trees, irrigation, fertilizing, fumigation of the trees, and 
the picking, handling, curing, and shipment of the fruit, and 
the smaller growers have data from which the cost can be accu
rately determined. I have procured detailed and reliable ae
counts of these expenses from different growers upon whom I 
could rely, and shall submit them for the consideration of the 
Senate. The furnishing of accurate data as to the correspond
ing expense in foreign countries is more difficult. It is the 
policy of foreign growers to conceal the cost of producing and 
marketing their fruit, for the very good reason that a show
ing of such cost as compared with the cost in this country would 
show conclusively that a tariff on their imported fruit is 
absolutely necessary for the protection of our growers against 
the introduction of their cheaper grown and marketed product. 
Besides this, the foreign grower does not keep books of accounts 
of his expenses as is done by our own growers, and no official 
record of the cost of production in Italy, for example, is kept. 

But there are certain items that enter into the cost of pro
duction that are easily. obtainable, and they have been ascer
tained and furnished me for my use. To obtain this informa
tion and all data obtainable, a thoroughly capable and reliable 
man, having experience not only in the practical work of 
growing lemons but of the items of expense entering into their 
production, was sent by the fruit growers of California to 
gather this information. He had been for 10 years connected 
with the Agricultural Department of the Government; he had 
investigated the Italian lemon industry officially in 1.908, an 
account of which was published in Bulletin 160, Bureau of 
Plant Industry-Italian Lemons and Their By-Products-and 
had peculiar facilities for ascertaining all that was to be had 
on the subject. It is my purpose to submit to the Senate the 
result of his investigations and the information obtained. 

COST OF NEW PLANTING. 

In considering the cost of production I shall take first the 
cost of new planting and then the cost of cultivation and care 
of the trees, including the picking of the fruit. In the effort to 
arrive at accurate results I have sought concrete cases, cover
ing actual experience, furnished me by competent and reliable 
growers, who have kept accurate and detailed accounts of all 
expenses. The first that I shall advert to is a set of statements 
furnished me at my request by the San Diego Fruit Co., one 
of the large growers in San Diego County. These statements 

are rendered by Mr. John E. Boal, manager of the company. 
I have known Mr. Boal intimately for 20 years, and for a large 
part of that time was closely conneeted with him and his 
company in a business way. He is thoroughly familiar with 
every branch and detail of the business of growing lemons, is 
tlwroughly competent, and has been, as I know, painstaking 
and metli-odical in keeping accounts of every item of -expense 
connected with the business that he has efficiently managed for 
many years. The .figures he fllrnislles may be implicitly relied 
upon as co.ming from the books .of his company, kept from .day to 
day in the ordinary <!Qnduct of the business, and with no inten
tion or ·expectation that they would be used. for the purpose for 
which I am now using them. 

I take first the statem~mt of the cost of planting. He takes 
11 orchards, accounts of which have been kept, ranging in size 
from 1-i to 15 acres, giving the cost of planting each one of 
them to trees after the ground is prepared, then adds the cost 
of grading and preparing the land for the trees. In this con
nection it should .be borne in mind that the grading and prepar~ 
ing the ground, so that it can be successfully irrigated by grav
ity, is an important part of the work of planting, involving no 
little skill and considerable expense, varying with the natural 
formation of the land that must be overcome. This table, after 
giving the number of the orchard, the number of acres in each, 
and the number of trees planted, segregates the expense under 
the heads of cost of trees, surv~y of the land, water, labor, and 
fertilizing, and gives the total in case of each orchard, and then 
gives us the total in each case. In order to arrive at the fair 
average cost each item is totaled in the footings. The result 
shows an average .expense per acre of $91, not including the 
preparation of the land. The item of grading and prepa.ring 
the land, $35 an acre, is then add~d, making a total of $126 per 
acre as a first investment, not including the cost of· the land 
itself. It is a very interesting and instruetive table, that is 
worthy of the careful consideration of the Senate in dealing 
with this important subject. It is a.s follows: · 

Cost of new planU.11,fl, 1.911, by San Diego Froit Oo. 

Orchard Num- ls=+· .. · I Ferti-
No.- Acres. b er of Cost. LaboL lizer. Tot!ll. 

trees. 

---9 _________ 

~ 
158 $126.05 $5.00 SS. 75 $16.21 $5.62 $161. 63 31. _______ 
2Zl 177.60 5.00 8.75 34 . . 21 9.37 234.93 

32 ••.••••• 351 278.25 10.00 15.75 58.90 13. 12 376.02 
33 ..•••••• 6 491 370. 72 35. 00 21.00 133. 57 18. 75 579.04 
78 •.•••••• 9 712 580.31 12.50 31.50 'llJ7.63 26.25 &58.19 
80 .•• ••••• 15 1,-072 953.lll 19.00 52.5Q 340. 18 39.46 1,411.(),) 
83 . .•••••• 8 591 443..25 5.00 28.00 149.88 22. 50 648.63 
&5 ..•••••• 4 262 209.00 2.50 14.00 52.44 9.. 84 28S.38 
103 •..•••• l! 103 77.25 ............... 5.25 11. 64 3. 75 97.89 
108 .•••••• 10 770 630. 50 ................ 13. 50 259. 67 29.05 932. 73 
111 •..•••• 13 1,199 910. 21 25. 50 45.50 301. 38 45.00 1,327.59 ------------- ---------

Total .. 7fi 5,946 4, 757.65 119.50 244.50 1,571. 71 222. 72 6 916.08 

.Average ~ost of pl.antin~ per acre----------------------------- $91 
Add gradiug and preparmg larn:L.:. -------------------------- 35 

TotaL------------------------------------ 126 
This will vary as the number of trees vary. This 1.·eport 

shows average of 78 trees per acre. Frequently there are 90 
trees planted per acre. 
First year's eare _______________________________________ $38. 50 
Second yea.r's care_-------------------~-------- 42. 50 

~y~h;EH·s:41~========::::::::=====·=::::::=~:::: Jg: 28 
348.50 
126.00 

474.50 

I submit also on this subject a letter from W. G. Fraser, 
general manager of the Arlington Heights Fruit Oo., to G. 
Harold Powell, manager Citrus Protective League, and three 
attached statements of cost, segregated and itemized, which 
show the cost of bringing lemon groves into bearing. They are 
as follows: 

Mr. G. HA..ll.OLD POWELL, 

AnLINGTON H EIGHTS FRUIT Co., 
R ivers.ide, Oat, October 6, 1911. 

Manager Citrii.is Pro tective League, 
Oon.soHdatea Realty Building, Los .Angeles, Oal. 

DEAR MR. POWELL: We have carefully examined our old books and 
records to ascertain the cost of bringing our lemon groves into be aring, 
and we find that duri.fi.g the first few years of the company's operations 
the expenses upon the groves were not segregated in such a way · that 
we can now prepare such a stateTilent as you desire, as set forth in 
your letter of September 15. 

In the year 1905 the Riverside Trust Co. (Ltd.) planted 163 acres 
of land to Eureka lemon trees, and our records have been kept in such 
a shape that we are able to furnish you with the information desired in 
your letter. 

We are now furnishing you with three separate statements, num
bered 1, 2, and 3. 

,. 
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No. 1 shows the cost of land and water, trees, fluming, plowing and 

.leveling, planting, cultivation and irrigation, fertillzer, water· dues, 
taxes, and mana'gement, covering a period of five years, after which 
the groves were self-sustaining. The average cost per acre as per state
ment No. 1 is 721.33. 

Statement No. 2 includes all of the items in No. 1, together with the 
proportionate cost of plant, including buildings, tools, implements, 
horses, etc. The average cost per acre as per statement No. 2 is 

$8~li_t!~ent No. 3 includes all of the items in Nos. 1 and 2, and in 
addition simple inte1·est at 6 per cent, all of which brings up the 
average cost per acre to $1.012.98. 

We thought that we would furnish all three statements and that 
you could use such of them as you thought wise. 

We trust that the inclosed statements wiU furnish yon with the 
desired information. If they should not. however, kindly advise :ind 
we will endeavor to furnish you with such additional data as you may 
suggest. 

Yours, very truly, W. G. FRASER, 
General Manage?'. 

ST.ATE:\IE.'.'<T NO. 1. 

Cost of bringing 163 acres of lemon groves into bearing, trees planted ia 
1905 by the Ri"!;erside Trust Co. (Ltd.). 

Year ended Sept. 30, 1!)05: 
Land and water, 163 acres, at $450 per acre_______ $73, 3.50. 00 
Plowing and leveling __________________ $1, 017. 36 Fluming ____________ __________________ 4,310. 31 
12,608 trees, at $1-------------------- 12,608.00 
Planting----------------------------- 957.04 
Cultivation and irrigation______________ 107. 53 

~~~~;iz~~~s=========================== ~i:~~ 
Total-------------------------------

:Management--------------------------
19,158.81 

113. 80 
~ear ended Sent. 30 1906: -----

Cultivation and Irrigation ______________ _ 
Fertilizing __________________________ _ 

Waterdues---------------------------Ta.xes _______________________________ _ 

OtheE expenses------------------------

Total-----------------------------·--

1,238.72 
1, 361.79 

804.65 
369.92 
953.75 

19, 272. 61 

Year ended Sept. 30, 1900-Continned • 
Taxes-------------------------------- $1,042.52 
Other expenses------------------------ 509.55 

Total------------------------------ 7,561.69 
:Management-------------------------- 2,521.43 

Total ----------------------------------------
Less crop returns 1908----------------- 1,069. 50 
Less crop returns 1909----------------- 4,431.06 

Total --------·--------------------------------
Average, $721.33 per acre. 

STATE:UE::-.T NO. 2. 

$10,083. 12 
123,077.39 

5,500.56 
117,576.83 

Oost of 163 acres of lenio1~ f}'roVes, by" the Riverside Fruit Oo. (Ltd.). 
Cost ot land and water, at $450 per acre_______________ $73, 350. 00 
First year: 

Proportion or cost of equipment, building, stock, 
tools, machinery, etc., at $82 per acre ___________ _ 

Cost of planting, care. etc _______________________ _ 
Second year, cost or care, etc ________________________ _ 
Third year, cost of care, etc _________________________ _ 
Fourth year, cost of care, etc _______________________ _ 
Fifth year, cost of care, etC---------------------------

Total ----------------------------------------Less: 
Crop returns, fourth year------------·- $1, 069. 50. 
Crop returns, fifth year________________ 4, 431. 06 

13, 366. 00 
19,272.61 

5,516.86 
6,427.57 
8,427.23 

10,083. 12 
136,443.89 

5,500.56 
Total------------------------------------ 130,942.83 

Average, $803.33 per acre. 
STATEMENT NO. 3. 

Cost as per statement No. 2-------------------------
Interest at 6 per cent per annum : 

Five years on $86,716 ____ ___________ _ 
Four and one-half years on $19,272.61-_ 
Three a.nd on~-half years on $5.516.86 __ 
Two and one-halt years on $6,427.57 ___ _ 
One and one-half years on $7,357.73 ___ _ 
Six months on $5,652.06--------------

$26,014.80 
5,203.60 
1,158.50 

tl64.10 
662.20 
169.56 

$130,942.83 

34, 172.76 
Total--------------------------------------- 165, 115.59 1\IanagemenL-------------------------

4,728.83 
788. 03 

Year ended Sept. 30, 1906: ----- 5, 516. 86 Average, $1,012.96 per acre. 
Cultivation and irrigation______________ 1, 548. 05 
Fertilizing ______ ---------------------- 734. 64 
Water dues____________________________ 1, 036. 41 
Taxes-------------------------------- 794.40 
Other expenses------------------------ 536. 78 

-----
TotaL____________________________ 4, 650. 28 

:Management-------------------------- 1, 777.29 
Year ended Sept. 30, 1908 : -----

Cultivation and irrigation______________ 1, 967. 99 
Pruning------------------------------ 205. 15 
Fertilizing--------------------------- 2, 522. 25 
Water dues--------------------------- 978. 00 
Taxes------------------------------- 773.51 
Other expenses---------------------- 309.42 

~----

Total ------------------------------ 6, 756. 32 
:Management -------------------------- 1, 670. 91 

Year ended Sept. 30, 1909 : 
Cultivation and irrigation______________ 2, 493. 20 
Pruning lemons----------------------- 125. 35 
Fumigation (90 acres>----------------- 1, 423. 19 
Fertilizing____________________________ 411.18 
Water daes ------------------------ 1, 556. 70 

COST OB' CULTIVATION. 

Taking up the question of the cost of cultivation and care of 
the orchards. I have two carefully prepared tables,. coming from 
the same reliable source, covering the years ending Octol:>er 31. 
1909, and October 31, 1910, respectively. These, like the- one 
already referred to. are taken from the actual accounts made in 

s, 427. 57 the ordinary transaction of the business and for business pur
poses only. For this purpose 26 different orchards are taken. 
ranging in size from 6 to 39 acres. The items of expense are 
segregated into cultivation, hoeing, irrigation, pruning, picking. 
treatment of scale, and water, all of which are totaled in each 
case. To this is also added office expenses prorated. Then, at 
the foot, the total of each item of expense for all of the 
orchards is given and the average cost per acre, showing the 

8, 427. 23 cost per acre for 1909 to be $156.35, and for 1910, $182.26, an 
increase of $25.91 per acre. . In ease of the year 1910 the cost 
of picking, amounting to $76.66, is deducted, in order to show 
the exact cost of cultivation of the trees. 

I submit these two tables, as follows: 

Etatement of lemon e:zpense per acre for yem· ending Oct. 31, 1909, by San Dieao Fruit Oo., National Oitv, Oal. 

Cultiva- Scale Orchard Office Orchard Orchard. Acres. tion. Hoeing. Irrigation. Pruning. Picking. Fertilizer. treatment. Water. total. expenses total. prorated. 

o. 4-···- ·······--····· 9i $135. 90 $53.36 $119.44 $1. 72 $566.47 $243.39 $138.2l $99. 75 $1,358. 24 $94.83 $1,453.07 
o. 9 ..••••...•..•. ··-·· 7 93. 73 24.46 69.52 .35 450.41 188.01 109.59 49.00 985.07 69.88 1,054.95 

No. 28 ..•.•.••.....•..•. 33i 458.22 33.82 603.88 4. 70 1,830.92 788.15 3.05 234. 50 3,957. 24 334.35 4, 291. 59 
o. 30 ...••.••••...••••• 4! 77.05 29. 20 47.31 . 67 151. 68 80.04 -- · ·· ioo:m- 40.25 426. 20 44. 92 471.12 

No. 31. ..••••.....••.••• 7 85.82 32.64 88.46 52.61 343. 80 214.12 49.00 973. 24 69.89 1,043.13 
No.32 ....•••••.•..•..•. 19 212.46 14. 73 231. 72 119. 24 926. 47 466. 98 539.56 98.05 2,609. 21 189.62 2,798.BS 
No.33 ....•.•••••.••.•.• 12 166.53 42. 77 97.69 73.64 830.68 298. 06 1.11 129.50 1,639. 98 119. 78 1, 759. 76 
No.51.·--·· ············ 19 312. 70 91.99 150.45 2Zl.52 1,528.10 684.29 1. 76 133.00 3,129.81 189. 64 3,319.45 
No. 53 ....•.••••..•••••. 19 264.43 76.55 148. 74 176. 23 1,7Z7.75 689. 90 I. 75 133.00 3,218.. 35 189.64 3,4(}7. 99 
No.54·-······ ·········· 39 566. 98 166. 25 333.86 420.37 2,857.35 1,699.32 1,371.33 273.00 7,688.46 389.24 8,077. 70 
No.55-·-··· ············ 9! 146. l 33".16 253.89 55.94 1,071. 71 356. 27 364. 91 66.50 2,348.56 94.82 21443.38 
No. 76.·-··· -··········· 6 72. 'l9 18. 79 . 49.86 12.1.5 351. 03 165.34 70.21 42.00 782.17 59.88 842.05 
No. 78_ .....•...•.....•• 12 149.62 39.95 110.69 29.45 824. 29 365.16 176.41 84.00 1, 779. 57 119. 77 899.34 
No.SO .. ·-·············· 2-1 183.18 8Z.15 201. 87 212. 24 1,274. 64 581. 59 2.22 168.00 2, 705.89 239. 54 2,945.43 
No.83---·· ············· 8 157.89 42.24 139.89 101. 33 389. 74 300. 91 171. 25 61.25 1,364.50 79.89 1,444.39 
No. 85-----·· ···· ·· ···-· 9 · 179. 16 4Z.40 183. 97 15I.3S 524.38 300.32 . 145.89 66.50 1,593.97 89.82 1,683. 79 
No. 6-···-······--··- ·· 9! 139. 94 2.40 73. 18 71.51 659.31 240.52 145.54 66.50 1,398.90 94.81 1,493. 71 
No. 101. ................ 19 245.14 68.84 289. 20 88.24 1,070. 74 394.50 I. 76 133.00 2,291.42 189.63 2,481.05 
No.102._ ........•...... 19 285. 84 87.17 217. 08 107. 93 774.16 372.31 240. 54 133.00 2,218. 03 189.63 2,407. 66 
No.106 ••..•.•••• ..•.... 8 88. 88 27.99 70.98 52.40 420.02 ~.76 113. 47 61. 25 1,043. 75- 79.85 1,123. 60 
No.108 ........ - .. - ..... 18 378. 06 65.06 213.17 232.40 1,046.88 508. 53 305. 61 136. 50 2,886. 21 179. 65 3,055. 86 
No. 111 .......••.••.•..• 6 85.57 11.69 80.35 30.37 251. 50 175.15 76.92 49.00 760.55 59.88 820.43 
No.112 .. -···········-·· 10 128.13 3.05 91. 6~ 167. 59 424.37 274. 54 158.00 70.00 1,317. 36 99.80 1,417.16 
No.134 . .••.•...•....... 19 336.53 59.62 287.60 100.0:) 853.30 163.83 305.84 492. 95 2,599. 76 189. 62 2, 789.38 
No.136-·---- -·········· 9! 190.33 31. 51 89.t:O 40.53 365.90 242.33 109.55 66.50 1, 136.30 194.82 1,231.12 
No. 137 •. ·- _ ••.•.. ; . . •. _ 12 160.53 27.32 134. 20 116. 49 516.04 316.36 324.69 84.00 1,679.63 119. 77 1, 799. 4.0 

Toll\l. ____________ 368 5,301.59 1,209.11 4,37 . 28 2,647.11 22,031.64 10,31 .68 4,985..96 3,020.00 53,892.37 3,672. 97 57,565.34 
Experues prorated . .. _ . _ -------- 361. 33 82.41 298.39 180.42 1,501.54 703. 25 339.81 205.82 -----·------ ........ ..... ...... .. -.. --.. ---... -

Total._ -- -· ....... -- ------ 5,662.()2 1, 291. &2 4,676.67 2, 827. 53 23)533.18 11,021.93 5,325. 77 3,225. 82 -...... ----- -- - ................. 57,565.34 

I~~~~:~~!~;\':~~iies per aci:0::::::::: :: :: : :: : ::::::: ::: ::: ::: :::: ::: ::: ::::::: ::: : :: ::::::: ::: : ::: :: : ::: ::: ::: : : : ::::::: ::: :: :::::::: :: ::: ::: :::::::: 881 ~~ 
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Statement of lemon expense per acre fo1· year endi11g Oct. 31, 1909, by San D iego Fruit Co., Xational City, Cal.-Continued. 

SUMMARY. 

Average cost per 
acre. 

Total. 

1909 

$5,66!. 92 } Sl8. 89 1, 291. 52 
4,676. 67 12. 70 
2, 827. 53 7.68 

23,533.18 163.94 
11,021. 93 29.95 
5,325. 77 14.47 
3,225. 82 8. 72 

Cultivating . . ... ...... ............................. .. ........ . .. .. . ............ .. . .. .. ........... . ..... . ....................... . ....... . 

~~g~ffiii." ..... : : : .. .-. ::.-:.:: : ... : :: :::: :: : : : ::: :::::::::::::::::::::: :::: :: : : :: : :: ::: :::: :::: :: : ::: :: : ::: ::::::: :: : :: ::: ::: ::: :::: ::: ::::::: 
Pruning ..•.....•... • ••• ••.. . .. ..... • ..... . ....• . •..........••............ • ..... • •.••••..••..•......••...• •• ..... • .•......•••. . .••..••••• . 

~~~tftmnii:::: :::::: :::::::::: :: ::: : :: : :: : :: :::: :::::: ::: : :::::: ::: ::: : ::: :: : ::::::: :: :::: :::::: :: :::::::: :: : ::: :·:: :: : :: ::::: :: ::: ::::: :: 
Scale treatment .•.•..••.....•..•.•••....••..•••....•..• ..•.• •..••••••......•....••...•••.....•.•.•.••.••.........••.•..•.•.•••.....••••.. 
' Yater . . ... . .....•••••••.••••.••••••••.•••.....•. ·····•• • ••••· • ••••··•• • ••·•••·•••·•••• ·· ••·•••••···•··•••····•·•··••·····••••·•·•· · ·••• •· 

57' 565. 34 156. 35 
Increase, 1910... •• . •• .. . . • . .• . •. . ••• ••• • ••• •••••• ••• • ••• •. . •.• ••• ••• ••• . •• •••• •••••• ••• • •• .. •• .•• ••••••••••••••• ••• . •• •••• •••••••• ••••••. . . . . . . . . . .. . 25. 91 

182. 26 

1 Picking and hauling to house. 

1910 

$18. 68 
13.11 
10.80 
76. 77 
34.33 
19.81 
8. 76 

182. 26 

Average number of boxes per acre.. .. ..... . ...................... . .... ...... . . ... ..... .. .. . ... .......................... .. .... . ....... . ..... . .. . . .. ................ 244 

Average cost per box in house .•••.•.•••.•••.•••.•••• .' •• ••••.. . •.. ... • •• ~ -- ••••.••.•...•. : ••.••.••••..•.. •••.••••• •• •••. •••••..•.• ••.• .•.•. ...•.. .....•••••••••••.•• $o. 75 
Average cost of packing. .. .. . . • • . • • • • • . • . • • • • • • • • • • • . • • . • . . . . . . • . . • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • . . • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • . • • • . • • • . • • . . . • . • . . • • • • . • • • . • . • • • . . • • . . . . . • • • • • • • • • • • • • • . 533 

Average cost per box on car . •.••••••••.•••• -•••••.....•..••........ •• . ..• ••••. • .•• •. : • • • • • • • . • . • • • . • • • • • • • • • • • . • • • • • • • • • . . • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • . . • • • . • . • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 1. 283 

Statement of lemmi expense per acre fo1· year e11ding Oct. IJ1, 1910, 'by San D ·iego Fruit Co., 1."ational City, Cal. 

Cultiva- Soale 

1 
Orchard Office Orchard Orchard . Acres. tion. Hoeing. Irtig~tion. Pruning. Picking. Fertilizer. treatment. Water. total. expenses total. prorated. 

No.4 .•. ..•..••..•• • ..... 9! $143. 52 $15. 75 . $50.66 $107. 27 3£21.59 $279. 43 $161. 24 $77. 55 $1, 487. 01 ' $135.32 $1, 623.33 
No.9 .•...••••••.•• •• ..•. 7 116. 30 18.55 92.49 82.91 417. 95 198. 72 132. 47 57.20 1, 116. 59 100. 45 1, 217. 04 
No. 28 •. •• ••••••••••• •••. 33} 442. 87 67.18 462.34 338.12 1, 901.11 839. 93. 521. 54 273. 55 4,846.64 480. 72 5,327.36 
No. 31. ....••••••.•• •.•. . 7 109. 67 14. 96 78.57 8. 70 413. 21 210.34 104.~ 57.10 997. 38 100. 45 1,097.83 
No.32 ...•••••.•••••••••. 19 299. 83 38.13 193. 66 126. 87 1,669.64 523. 28 273. 96 87.60 3,212. 97 272. 65 3,485. 62 
No.33 .....•.••.•••••.... 12 195. 75 32.06 129.09 113.00 824.62 . 369.16 173.08 97. 92 1,934. 68 172. 20 2, 106. 88 
No. 51. ...•••••••••••.•. . 19 292. 04 95.92 168. 27 369. 40 1, 317.10 775.35 705. 78 155.10 3,878. 96 272. 65 4, 151. 61 
No. 53 ..................... 19 274. 48 61.34 205. 42 158. 20 1, 785. 20 749. 09 707. 46 133.00 4,075.19 272.65 4,347.84 
No.54 . .. . •••.•••••••.... 39 500.63 120. 31 533.04 603. 84 3, 438. 71 1,824. 29 832. 26 318. 40 8, 171. ~8 559. 65 8, 731.13 
No.55 . . . . .•••••.••••.... 9! 172.88 32.44 126. 83 245. 90 943.33 442. 44 206. 97 77.45 2, 248. 24 136.32 2,384. 56 
No. 76 . ...••• ...•.•.• •.• . 6 118.53 14.32 83.46 66.37 401.68 175. 63 79. 74 49.10 988. 83 86.10 1,074.93 
No. 78 .. ....•••••••• ••... 12 173.52 26.89 98. 70 173.92 877.88 318. 47 200. 26 192.50 2,062.14 172.20 2,234.34 
No.80 ........•.•••••.... 24 315.07 57.85 255.16 237.99 1, 1~2.16 633.95 687. 98 153. 95 3,494. 11 344.40 3,838.51 
No.83 ....••.•• . •••••..•. 8 124. 94 10. 76 127.12 82.29 536.15 362. 47 163.66 65.40 1, 472. 79 114. 80 1,587.59 
No.85 . ..•..•• .••• • •• .... 9 114. 43 9. 07 117. 97 2.35 754.33 305.14 157. 03 73.45 1, 533. 77 129.15 1,662.92 
No. 86 ...• .••.•••.•.•.•.. 9! 185.39 18.09 116.13 113.44 790.32 207. 4.3 128. 84 77. 50 1,637.16 136. 32 1, 773. 4 
No. 101. ... .•••.•••••.... 19 245. 72 35. 73 276.14 149. 37 1, 157. 48 415. 50 258. 73 155.10 2,693. 77 272.65 2,966.42 
No.102 .. . •• .•••.•.•..... 19 236. 43 39.55 2-58. 63 118.61 818. 97 419.18 24.QI) 155.10 2,070. 52 272.65 2,343.17 
No.106 . . . ••.• •.• •.• • .... 8 113. 01 11. 91 85.52 44.63 753.28 217. 98 119. 93 65.26 1, 411. 52 114.80 1,526.32 
No. 108 .. .. ....... .. ... .. 18 236.35 21.25 229. 72 116. 74 1, 494.44 529.09 34.6.15 147. 10 3, 120.84 258.30 3, 379.14 
No. 111. . .•..•••.• • .. . ... 6 77.37 3. 76 72.55 23. 75 399.38 152. 72 96.02 57.10 882. 65 86.10 968. 75 
No.112 .... • ••..••.•. .... 10 212.63 27.92 72.17 80.23 839. 97 283. 28 162. 25 81. 90 1, 760.37 143.50 1,903.87 
No. 134 . . .• • ..•.... • ..... 19 336. 06 42.65 318. 29 167. 96 1,083. 77 714.34 399. 73 155.15 3,217.95 272. 65 3,490.60 

o. 13!1 .................. 9! 171.08 21. 23 97.54 26. 67 454. 72 210. 31 160.27 67.50 1,2()9.32 136.32 1,345.64 
No.137 .•.....•. •••••... . 12 216. 83 17.98 145. 26 112. 48 836. 46 305.04 .... ........... 98.00 1, 732.05 172. 20 1,904. 25 

Total .............. 363! 5, 425.33 855. 60 4,424. 75 3, 671. 03 2-5,684. 45 11,462.56 6, 804. 23 2, 928. 98 61,256. 93 5,216. 20 66, 473.13 
Office expenses prorated. ·· · ····- 427. 60 85.60 342.05 256.55 2, 223.30 1,026.15 598. 40 256. 55 5, 216. 20 .............. ..... .... .............. . ..... 

, ___ ----
Total. .......... . .. ............. 5,852. 93 941. 20 4, 766. 80 3, 927. 58 27, 907. 75 1 12,488. 71 7, 402. 63 3, 185. 53 66,473.13 .. .... ........ ... .................... 

SUMMARY. 

Cultivating .•••• •..•••.•.•..... ... .•... . .• .•.•...••.... • .•.• • •••••••••••••••.•••.•.•••••••• •. . • •...•...•.••.••..••..••.• •... .•.• •••• ••••••••• •••••.• 
Hoeing •...•••...•.•.•.•.••..•...•...........•••.•.••••.••...•.••••••.•.•..•••••••••••••••.•.....•..••....••••••.•.. , . .•... .•• .•••.•• ••• •••••..•..•• 
Irrigating ....•••.••••••.••.•...•...•.•.•.•.••••.•...••.•••••.•••.•••••••••••••••.•.•.•••••••....••.•••••.••••••••.••.••••..••••••••••.•••••••••..•.• 
Pruning .......••.••••••••••.•.•.....•...•...•.•••.•••.•••.•••.•••••.••.••.•.•••••••••••.•••.•..••••••••••.• ···································-····· 
Picking •..•. •...• .• ....•..•••.•..•. . . ••.•.•. ••... • ..•••.•.•.• ••.•.•••••...•.•....•••••••..•.. . •...•••••••••••••••••••• ••• .•••••••••• • •••.• .. ••••••• 
Fertilizer ....................................•.............•.........•.•...•....••.•.••••••.•...••.•...•.•.•..••.•...•.•••••••••••.•...••.••...•.... 
Scale tree. tment .• - · · •... ...•.••• ..... . .• ... • .• .......• .•.•. . . . . •.••••••••.•• ••• •.••..•.•.•. •.•. •••••...•...•.•.•••• •. •.•.•• ..•• ••• ••••••••••••• •..•• 
"\Vater .. ...... .. .• .•...••..•••••..•....•••. .• ••••..•. · · ·•• •••••• • ••• ••••••••· •••••.••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Total 

$5, 852. 93 
9-U. 20 

4, 766.80 
3, 927.58 

27,907. 75 
12,488. 71 
7,402.63 
3,185.53 

Average 
expense 
per acre. 

$16.10 
2.58 

13.11 
10.80 
76. 77 
34.35 
19.81 
18, 76 

Total. ..••••.•.•••••.•.•.•. ·-. ............ . ............. . ......................................... . ....................... ... ................. 66, 47B.13 2182. 85 
Less picking.. ...... .......................... . . . ... ..... ................... . ....................................................................... . . . . . . . . . . . . 76. 77 

1 "¥.Tater in future must show an increase to 20 per acre. 

This, it will be understood, leaves the frui t in the orchard. 
If the item of picking is excluded, it is still on the trees. If 
included, it is in field boxes, uncured and unpacked. After 
this must come the transportation to the packing house and 
the process of preparing, curing, and packing the fruit, as I 
haYe described. Further data will be submitted directly show
ing the cost of packing and shipment to market. 

106.09 

2 Average cost per acre of total EL'q)ense3. 

An interesting comparison of the cost of producing lemons is 
found in a letter that I am about to submit to the consideration 
of the Senate. The statements of Mr. Boal, that I baye already 
submitted, were furnished to Mr. G. Harold Powell, secretary 
and manager of the Citrus Protective League, the gentle
man I have mentioned as haying visited foreign orchards and 
who has furnished for my use in this connection more ex-
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tensive data and information gathered from the experience of 
many growers and which I shall advert to later on. In his 
letter to l\lr. Boal, in acknowledging receipt of copies of the 
statements made by him, just gi"rnn, Mr. Powell has this to 
say : 

Los ANGELES, CAL., September 22, 1911. 
~fr. JOHN E. BOAL, 

General Manager Saii Diego Fruit Oo., 
National City, OaZ. 

DEAR llfa. BOAL : I have been very much interested in looking over 
the account which you left with me regarding the cost of planting 
your lemon groves, the amount of wages paid to white and Japanese 
labor, and the statement of the expenses of maintaining your groves 
in 1900 and 1910. This account shows the same kind of variations 
that we are finding in the large number of accounts which will be 
used in getting at the approximate average cost of producing and of 
handling cit.1¥1s fruits. I think that we will be able to submit from 
125 to 150 individual growers' accounts showing the operating ex
pen~s in the field up to the time of harvest and the cost of picking, 
hauling. and packing the fruit. 

I will incorporate this statement with the other statements that we 
shall submit to Senator WORKS, and also to the Tariff Board when 
our data are completed. In order to show some of the variations 
in the cost of producing citrus fruits, I thought you might be interested 
in se17lng bow your statement compares with some of the other large 
plantrngs. For example, on a planting of 140 acres the following 
expenses occur : 

Total---------------------------------------------

49. 57 
43. 24 

8. 71 
10.65 

4. 98 
. 86 

89.49 
14.02 
10. 00 

1.09 

Total--------------~----------------------------- 232.61 
In · a planting of 10 acres the following expenses occur: 

Fertilizing ________ ~-------------------------------------

~,f~¥-rf~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
4(). 00 
30.00 
9.80 

15.00 
155.00 

Total--------------------------------------------- 249. 80 
In a planting of 210 acres the following expenses occur: 

Fertilizing ______________________________________________ _ 

'W'ater---------------------------------------------------
Forage and grain-----------------------------------------
Taxes---------------------------------------------------Maintenance and reoairs ________________________________ _ 
Frost protection------------------------------------------Insurance ________________________________________ ....,.... ____ _ 
Cultivating, including irrigating _________ __________________ _ 
Pruning-----------------------------------------------
Fumigating----------------------------------------------
Other tree care-----------------------------------------

36.02 
26.86 
7.59 

10. 68 
9.51 
1.63 
3.137 

47.81 
11.93 
25.78 

. 07 

Total-------------------------------------------- 181.45 
In a planting of 5 acres the following expenses occur: 

Fertilizing ______________________________________________ _ 

\'Vater--------------------- ------------------------------
Forage and grain-----------------------------------------
Taxes--------------------------------------------------
Cultivating ---------------------------------------------
Pruning------------------------------------------------
Irrigating -----------------------------------------------

Total--------------------~-----------------------

66.00 
20.00 
15.00 
5.20 
8.00 

20.00 
6.00 

140. 20 
These accounts have b~n selected at random and are typical of the 

accounts we are securing. Several of your charges are very much be
low the general average. The cost of water for the State will probably 
average somewhere near $20, and I judge from the figures we arc ob
taining that the average cost of fer tilizing lemon groves will run be
tween $40 and $50, while some of the most intensive growers spend 
very much more. 

I am unable to say bow your cost of picking compares with the 
others, as the yields are not included in your statement, but you might 
be interested to know that on the shipments covering 500,000 boxes1 on 
which we hnve accurate data for the year 1911, the average cosi: of 
picking is 24.8 cents per box, hauling 5. 7 cents, .Packing 61.2 cents, 
IDB.king a total cost of !>1.2 cents per packed box from the time the 
fruit leaveE the tree until it is placed on the cars. These figures are 
subject to 1 ·~vision as additional data are obtained. 

Very truly, yours, 
G. HAROLD POWELL, 

Secretary and Manager. 

It will be seen from this showing that there is considerable 
variation in the expense of producing lemons in different cases. 
This results partly from the difference in locality, climate, and 
character of soil and the manner and methods of different grow
ers in cultivating the ground and caring for the trees. Where 
deeper plowing is done and better care taken in caring fo · the 
trees, a greater yield of fruit is obtained as a rule; therefore 
the average cost per box of fl'uit would not greatly vary unless 
an orchard is actually neglected. 

OPERATING COST OF A LEMON ORCHARD. 

.Mr. President, I now pass to a more extended view of this 
subject of cost of production, based upon data furnished by Mr. 
Powell, whom I have already mentioned, gathered from the ex
perience of a large number of growers. This will show the same 
variation in cost between different orchards. The purpose is to 
arrive at a fair average that will furnish a just basis of com
parison of the cost of production here and abroad. I am about 
to submit for the consideration of the Senate an itemized state
ment, in two tables, of tlle operating cost of lemon orchards for 
the year 1910-1911, covering every imPortant section in the 
State. In these tables 143 separate and distinct orchards, cov
ering 3,658.4 acres, are taken, owned and operated by different 
persons, giving actual expenditures taken from accounts kept 
in the regular transaction of business in each case or deter
mined from data possessed by the growe1', showing the amount 
of materials used and labor expended in each place. The tables 
have been prepared with the greatest accuracy, and each item 
of expense is given separately. 

Table I gives the cultural costs of labor required in producing 
the lemons, including the cost of cultivating, pruning, irrigat
ing, fumigating, fumigating labor and materials when not sep
arated, spraying, spreading fertilizer, othe1· tree care, superin
tending, administration, and other accounts not segregated. It 
includes also a statement of the total labor cost and the cost 
per acre on each ranch. 

Table II gives the · cultural cost of materials required in pro
ducing the lemons on the same ranches, including the cost of 
chemical fertilizers, barnyard manure, water, fumigation, forage 
and grain :for stock used on the ranch, taxes, maintenance and 
repail's, frost protection, insurance chargeable to the groves, 
incidentals usually including cover crop seed. Table II includes 
also a statement of the total cost of materials and the cost per 
acre on each ranch, the total cost of labor and the cost of labor 
per acre on each ranch, and the total cost of labor and materials 
and the total cost of labor and materials per acre on each 
ranch. Table II contains also a statement showing the a>erage 
cost of labor, the average cost of materials, and the total 
average cost per acre of labor and materials for t:µe 143 ranches. 

In Table I, in the first column, is given the orchard number. 
For example, orchard No. 2 contains 3()0 ac1·es. The cost in 
total and the cost per acre is given in each column, making a 
total labor cost of $46,839.02 and a cost :ver acre of $156.13. 
Under the corresponding orchard number in Table II the cost 
of chemical fertilizer is given as $4-0.20 per acre; barnyard 
manure, $6.03 per acre; fumigation, $28.63 per acre; ta.."'\:es, 
$8. 71; maintenance and repairs, $10.65 ; frost protection, $4.89 
per acre, and so on for each separate item. The total cost of 
materials is $100.06 per acre and the total cost of labor and 
materials $256.19 per acre. 

It will be seen that no figures aye given in some of the col
umns. Where this occurs the item may have cost the ranch 
nothing, or it may be included in another column. These varia
tions are explained in each case on the margin of the table. In 
case of superintendence and administration no allowance bas 
been made for these items except where they i·epresent cash 
expenditures. Where the grower pe1·forms labor he is credited 
with the amount eX}Jended at laborer's wages and is given no 
credit for superintendence or administration. 

These accounts do not include depreciation on the g1:oves, 
irrigation facilities, buildings, stock or tools, or interest on the 
investment. The average investment per acre in these items is 
about $65. .A. reasonable charge off is 10 per cent, distributed 
about as follows: 20 per . cent on tools, 10 per cent on stock, and 
3 to 5 per cent on buildings and equipment. 

These tables are most complete and are intended. to show with 
fairness and accuracy the cost of operating lemon groves in 
California. These data, which have been selected without any 
effort to make a favorable showing, show that on 143 repre
sentative ranches the average cost of labor expended annually 
in producing the California lemon crop is $92.51. The aTerage 
cost of materials per acre is $108.75. The total avernge cost of 
labor and materials per acre is $197.15. 
. The tables follow • 
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T be tables following show the detailed cultural cost of producin~ lemons in California on U3 lemon groves, comprising 3,653.4 acre3 . . 
Tab1e I shows the cost of labor, including plowing and cultivation, pruning, irrigation, fumigation, fumigatia::i l.ab()r and materials, whera not segre!?3ted, s~rayi:J.g 

spreading fertilizer, other tree care, superintending, administration, and acoounts not otherwise segregi!!.ted. 0 
' 

No. Acres. 

··· ·2· 300 
3 4!) 
4 140 
5 219 
6 5 
8 26.S 
9 %0 

10 10 
11 5 
12 IO 
19 :JO 
20 14 
23 10 
24 13 
27 9 
21 120 
17 4 
14 10 
35 5 
34 5 

···35· .. . 7o ... 
38 9 
37 2 
55 4.5 
30 5.5 
42 8 
61 100 
39 5 
33 8 
32 18 
41 12 
40 15 
50 4.5 
51 5 
52 5 
53 5 
43 9 
44 ' 4 
45 9 
82 5 
83 5 
E4 15 
57 11 
Z5 5 
81 11() 
59 30 
58 12 
60 10 
56 18 
65 35 
66 6 
70 15 
71 7.2 
72 10.5 
73 14 
75 22 
76 6 
79 2.5 
G8 7 
69. 13 

137 8 
138 1 
139 7 
140 2. 5 
141 2 
142 48 
143 4 
144 15 
145 5 
146 3 
147 3 
14 IO 
U9 3.li 
150 22 
80 7 

1 422 
48 3 
47 3 
a.; 3. 75 
85 2 
ls3 3 
89 rn 
90 8 
64 22.5 
49 4 
91 9 
92 8 
93 19 

TABLE I .-Oulturai cost of lafrnr requit'ed in, produci1t!J lemons on 143 rnnches fo California Ut. 19l~. 

XI. 

Cultivating. 

Poc acre. 

XII. XIII. XIV. 

Pruning. Irrigating. Fumigating. 

xv. 
Fun:rlgatio:i labor 

and materhls. 

XVI. 

Spraying. 

XVII. 

Spreading fertiliror. 

Total. Per aero. Total. Per acre. Total. P& acre. Total. Per acre. Total. Per acre. Total. Per a~a. 

~;;~:J.~2 ··i89:49· .·uiicieixC ::::::::: ·-uiia&xT ::::::::: ·-i4;382.'i2· ··sii6i. :::::::::::: :::::: ::: -·S4;w:ai- .. ii4:02· ··si;ooi.'10· ····$.;.':ii 
542. 02 13. 55 787. 44 $19. 69 $2\13. 60 $7. 34 519. 50 12. !l:l .. ..... .. . _. .. . . • . . .. 241. lS 6. 03 .................... . 

:1 , 26.'i . oo 23. 32 1, 590. oo 11. a6 795. oo s. 68 1, 130. oo 8. 01 .................. _.. . . • • • . .. . • . . • • . • . . . . 840. oo 6. oo 
110,470.39 47.81 2,612.67 11. 93 Under XI. ......... ....... : .... ··-·· .. . &5,645.82 $25.78 •...••.•.... . . • .•..• . 173.01 ,fg 

40. 00 8. 00 100. 00 2J. 00 30. 00 6. 00 R. . ...•.. . ....... . .. . ......• ... ... . ....... -~ ..•••. . _ ...............••... . . 
415. oo 17. 92 453. 60 11.12 300. oo 1i. 3i 228. 06 8. 01 ....... .... . _..... ... . . . • . • • • . . • . . . . . • • • . . 20. 25 . 76 
117. 40 35. 87 413. 92 20. 70 1JRder XI. .. • .. .. .. . . • • . . . . .. . . . • . . • . . . . 813. 4B 40. 67 . ....•• _ ......•••.••........•..•. .••.• . •.• 

SceXXI. 

cetc.i!g:~ ···~:~· ·--~~~~:~- ... ~r~· uii~f~· : : ::i:~ : :::::::::~::::::::::::::::ii~.:~: :::~i:~: :::::::::::: ::::::::: :::::::::::: ::::::::: 
7%0. 00 36. 00 R.155. 00 7. 75 270. 00 13. 50 294. 72 14. 74 .. ..... . .. - . . . • . . . . . . . . • •• • • . • . . . . • • • • • • • . Under II. . _ ..•..•• 

8it~~fJ<, 22.50 
1~:~ 1~:gg ... ... 40:00· .... 4:oo· ...... 50:00" ····5:00· :::::::::::: ::::: :::: :: ::::::: ::: ::::::::: :::::::::::: ::: :: :::: 

425.00 32. 69 300.00 23. 07 160.00 12.31 ............ ··-· · ···· 225. 00 . l'l. 30 ... .. .. .. ... ···-····· 37.50 2.83 
216. 00 24. 00 280. 00 31.11 S9. 00 11. 00 . . . • • . . . . • . . • . • • • . • . . 112. 50 12. 50 . . . . . . . • .. .. . . . . • . . . . 85. 50 9. 50 

SeeXXI. 1,723. 20 14.36 ... . ..... ... .. ... .... ...• .. •..... . ..••• •.. 1,456.23 12.14 ........................................ .. 
48.75 12.19 71.12 17.76 26.25 6.56 ....... ·- ··· •...•.•.. 168.20 42.05 ·-· ······· ·· .. ..•... . 4.56 1.14 

175.00 17.50 60. 00 6.00 120.00 12.00 ..... - .. .. .. -········ 75. 00 7. 50 ........... . .... ... .. 6.00 . 6\) 
100. 00 20. O!> 55. 00 11. 00 75. 00 15. 00 !O. 00 8. 00 .•• ... •... : . . . .. • . • • . .. . • .. . . .. .. . . . .. . • .. 6. 00 1. 20 

45. 00 9. 00 75. 00 15. 00 75. 00 15. 00 36. 00 7. 20 . . . • . . • . . . . . . . .. . . . .. 35. 00 7. 00 5. 00 l. 00 
............ .. .... .. ............ ... -- .................. - ..... . -.. Sulphurin~ .. .................... . ........ . .... ....... ....... .... ...... : .......... .. 

371. IF 5. 31 731. 66 10. 45 537. 97 7. 68 14. 45 • 21 .. . • • • • • . . • . . . . . . • • .. .. . . . • .. .. .. . . .. . . .. . 93. 35 1. 33 
86. 40 9. 60 120. 56 13. 40 111 . 52 12. 39 R. . • . •• . • .. .. . •• . . • . . . . .. . .• .. .. 53 . 72 5. 97 ........... ........ .. 
22. 50 11. 25 32. 00 16. 00 2(), 00 10. 00 R. . . . . • .. . . . . . . • . • . . . . . . . . . • . . .. . . . . . . .. .. .. . . . . . . .. . 2. 00 1. 00 
27. 70 6.15 18. 45 4. 10 33. 00 7. 33 R. . .. .. . .. . . . . •. . . . .. . . . . . . • .. .. 21. 00 4. 06 8. 50 1. 88 
77.00 14.00 81.40 14. 80 3B.35 5.52 75.00 13.64 ... . •. _ ... ....... .... ... . ......... .. . .... . ....... ............. . 
90. 00 11. 25 90. 00 11. 25 66. 00 8. Z5 60. 00 7. 50 . .. • . . . • . .. . .. .. . .. . . 20. 00 2. 50 24. 00 3. 00 

898'. 75 8. 90 1, 044. 06 10. 44 1, 780. 50 17. 80 552. 40 5. 52 . . . • • . . . . .. . . . .. . .. . . 381. 30 3. 81 357. 75 3. 58 
120. 00 24. 00 60. 00 12. 00 90. 00 18. 00 . . . . . • . ... . . .. . . . . .. . . . . . . • . . .. .. .. . . . . .. . 80. 00 16. 00 ..... .... .. ..... .... . 
80. 00 10. 00 108. 00 13. 50 60. 00 7. 50 . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . • . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . 7. 20 • 90 
79. 20 4. 40 300. 00 16. 67 130. 00 7. 22 . . . • • • • • • . . . .. . • . • • .. .. • . . . • . . . . . .. . .. . . . . .. . .. .. .. .. . .. . .. .. . . 55. 50 3. OB 

135. 35 11. 28 168. 75 14. G6 131. 25 10. 94 • • • • • • • • • • • • .. • • • • • .. • • • • • • • • • • .. .. • • • • .. • 120. 00 10. 00 57. 50 4. 79 
225. 00 15. 00 225. 00 15. 00 165. 00 11. 00 .. . ·•••••... . • . . • . . .. . .• . •• • . . . . . .. . .. . . .. 125. 00 8. 33 100. 00 6. 67 
39. 50 8. 78 70. 26 15. 61 51. 00 11. 34 . . . . . . . • .. . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . .. . .. . . . . . .. 20. 30 4. 51 26. g5 5. 99 

125. 00 25. 00 20. 00 4. 00 125. 00 25. 00 . . .. . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . .. . .. .. . . . .. . .. . 40. 00 8. 00 4. 00 . 80 
50. 00 10. 00 50. 00 10. 00 60. 00 12. 00 .. . • • .. • .. .. . . .. .. .. . . . .. • . .. .. .. . • . . . . .. . 30. 00 6. 00 20. 00 4. 00 
65. 00 13. 00 100. 00 20. 00 64. 10 12. 82 42. 00 8. 40 . • . • • • • • . . . . . • • • • • . . . . . . • • . . • . . . • . . . . . . • . . 3. 00 . 60 

278. 60 30. 96 185. 00 20. 56 70. 85 7. 87 72. 00 8. 00 . . .. . .. . . .. . . . .. . .. . . 47. 00 5. 22 39. 20 4. 30 
100. 00 25. 00 45. 00 11. 25 90. 00 22. 50 .......... - ............. - . . . .. .. . .. . . . .. .. 80. 00 20. 00 .... . ....... ........ . 
250. 00 27. 77 100. 00 11. 11 120. 00 13. 33 . • . • . . . . . . • . . • . . . . . .. . . . • .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. . 90. 00 10. 00 15. 00 1. 66 
80. 00 16. 00 36. 00 7. 20 47. 50 9. 50 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . .. 90. 00 18. 00 . .. . . . . .• .. . . .• .. .. .. 10. 00 2. 00 
80. 75 16.15 77. 80 15. 56 57. 60 11. 52 . . . . .. .. .. .. . . . . .. .. . 119. 36 23. 87 . ................................ ...... .. . 

197. 00 13.13 300. 00 20. 00 192. 00 12. 80 108. 00 7. 20 . . . . . . .. .. .. .. .. . • .. . . . . . . . .. . .. . .. . . . . . .. 8. 00 . 53 
137.50 12.50 98.00 8. 91 91.65 8.33 .. .. ..... .. . ....... .. . ... . ... .... . .. ...... 73. 35 G.67 47.~ 4.33 
150. 00 30. 00 75. 00 15. 00 80. 00 16. 00 . ................. - . . 65. 00 13. 00 . . . .. .. .. .. . . . . . . .. .. 61. 00 12. 20 

5, 223. 10 47. 48 1, 584. 00 14. 40 1, 332. 00 11. 20 431. 24 3. 92 . . . . . . . . .. .. .. . . . . .. . 1-.1.9. 93 1. 36 264. 00 2. 40 
400. 00 13. 33 450. 00 15. 00 450. 00 15. 00 221. 96 7. 40 . . .. . . . . . . . . .. . . . .. .. 7. 50 . 25 50. 00 1. 67 
240.00 20.00 175.00 14.58 250.00 20. 83 ............... . ..... ···········- ......... 75.00 6.25 6.00 .50 
144. 00 14.40 UnderXXI. ··-··· · ·· UnderXXI . ........ ....... . ..... ···-····· _ ....... .... . .. .. ...... .... .. ............................... - .. 

. 191. 25 10. 63 250. 00 13. 89 93. 7 5 5. 21 ....... .... .. .................. .. . - . .. . .. . 125. 00 6. 94 144. 37 8. 02 
1133.00 15.23 542. 50 15.50 267.00 7.63 Under IV ............. . ....... ............ ..... .. . ........ .............. ......... . 
94. 50 15. 75 70. 00 11. 67 37. 80 G. 3'l . _ .... .• .... , _... •• • . 228. 98 38.16 .......... . .. ........ .. .. ................ . 

333. 33 22. 22 375. 00 25. 00 co. 00 4. 00 .. - ............ - . . . . . 250. 00 16. 67 . - .. . .•........•............ ·-· .. . .......•• 
136. 80 19. 00 S7. 50 5. 21 36. 00 5. 00 . - .. . . .. . . . . .. . . . . .. . 108. 00 15. 00 ......................................... . 
125. 00 11. 90 375. 00 35. 71 60. 00 5. 71 . • • • • • . • . .. . .. . . . . .. . 350. 00 33. 33 ................................. - ....... . 

R . 309. 6!> 26. 40 R, 420. 00 30. 00 Under XI. 51. 32 3. 67 . . • . . . . . . .. . .. . .. . .. . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . .. . U . 00 1. 00 
97.00 4.41 365.00 16.59 160.00 7.27 R. .. . ...... R . ........ . . ........... . ........ 73. 00 3.32 
55. 00 9. 16 40. 00 (i. 67 42. 00 7. 00 . • .. • • • • • • • . . • • . . • • .. 115. 00 19. 17 •. - • • . • • . . • . • . . . • • . .. 18. 00 3. 00 
30. 00 12. 00 30. 00 12. 00 25. 00 1(). 00 . ..•.•. - . . . . . . . . . . . .. 30. 00 12. 00 .. . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . .. . 30. 00 12. 00 

155. 55 22. 22 228. 2l' 32. 61 24. 89 3. 56 . •.•••••. .• .. -•. - . . . . 132. 62 18. 95 . - . . . • • . . . .. .. . . . . . . . 23. 32 3. 33 
123. 37 9. 49 319. 30 24. 56 163. 55 12. 58 . .......•.......•.• - . 178. 75 13. 75 ....... - • . . . .. .. .. . .. 16. 92 1. 30 
104. 24 13. 03 60. 00 7. 50 72. 96 9.12 . . . . • . . • . . • . .. . . . . . .. 220. 00 27. 50 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . .. 41. 12 5.14 
16. 00 16. 00 15. 00 15. 00 7. 50 7. 50 . .....•. •• .... - . . . . . . 15. 00 15. 00 . • . • • • . • • . • . . . • . . • • . . 1. 50 1. 50 

183. 75 26. 25 60. 00 8. 57 91. 87 13.12 . - .•. - . . . . . . . • . . • . . . . 109. 34 15. 62 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 8. 75 1. 25 
R . 75.00 3Q.OO 48.00 19.20 UnderXI. ......... ............ ......... 57. 60 23.04 · · · -········ .... ..... ··-·· ·· .. .. . ·····- -- -

8~. 00 40. 00 25. 00 12. 50 25. 00 12. 50 . . . . . . . .. .. . .. . . .. . .. 50. 00 25. 00 - •. ••..•.••. - . . • • . • • . 1. 00 . 50 
............. ......... 1,027.22 21.40 .. ......... . ........ . 385.42 8.03 .. ..... ..... . ...... . . ... ............. . ................ . .. - .... . 

:!4. 40 8. 60 60. 00 15. 00 85. 80 21. 45 .........•... .. ... - ... . .•..... - .. - .. - . .. . . ... - . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . 5. 10 1. 28 
480. 00 32. 00 27 5. 00 18. 33 77. 25 5. 15 . . . . . . . . . • • . . . . .. . . . . 330. 00 22. 00 . .. . . . . . . .. . .. . . .. .. . 25. 00 1. c.G 
41. 75 8. 35 125. 00 25. 00 68. ()() 13. 60 . . . • • • • • . • . • . . • • . • . .. . . • .. .. .. .. . .. .. . .. .. 55. 00 11. 00 5. 00 1. 00 
68. 04 22. 68 7b. 00 25. 00 23.10 7. 70 . • . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . • . 57. 66 w. 22 ................... - . 1. 53 . 51 
IS. 00 5. 00 75. 00 25. 00 32. 85 10. 95 ....••..••.•.••. .... ...•.• _ ................................ _... 13. 00 4. 23 

R. 198. 40 19. 84 42. 00 4. 2J) 60. 80 G. 08 • • • • • • • • • • • . • • • . • • • • . 115. 20 11. 52 ... ..... .. . . . ........ . ... . ... ....... ... . . . 
87.50 25.00 86.42 24.69 20.20 7.20 ·······-···· . .•..... . . ... ........ .... ..... .. ..... ... . . . ... .. ... 7.00 2.0J 

172.2G 7.83 750.00 34.09 77.00 3.50 ...•••..•••.... .. .... 210.00 9. 55 ............ ·- · · ·· · .. 110.00 5.0J 
317. 40 45. 34 351. 00 50.14 80. 00 11. 43 . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . • .. . . 310. 80 44. 40 ..... .• - . • .. .. . • • . . .. 18. 05 2. 65 

R.7,556.00 17. 91 7, 849.00 18.60 4,081.00 9.67 .••• ••••••• ...••.•... 4,275.00 10.13 .. . .................. UnderI. 
49. 09 16. 36 23. 08 7. 69 42. 86 14. 29 . ...... ....... ..... . ... ... ... . .. - .. . . . . . . . 23. 44 7. 81 23. 68 7. 89 
75. 00 25. 00 45. 00 15. 00 40. 00 13. 33 ......................... .... ... .... - .. .. . 25. 00 8. 33 10. 00 3. 31 

R. 62. 00 16. 53 81. 00 21. 60 96. 00 25. 60 .••••• - • • • • • . • • • • • • . . QB. 60 26. 29 .....••......•.•• - • . . 8. 00 2. l& 
Under XXL ........ . _ ... ............ -..... ····-··· ............. ······-····· ...... . ...... .. .. .. ............ ·· · ·· ·-··· ·· .. ....... ···· ······ -· ....... . . 
R. 87.00 29.00 22.50 7.50 24.60 8.20 .. .•...•..•. _........ 55.25 18.42 .. : .. . : - .... ... .. ........ .......... ...... . 

See~~~ ··-·6:25· ···-· ·ioo:oo· ... i2:5a· ·····-ro:oo· ···-5:25· :::::::::::: ::::: :::: m:~ 1~:~ ::::::::: ::: ::::: :::: .. . ···25:00· ..... i ii 
128.02 5.69 520.00 23.11 150.52 6.69 16!J.!'O T.53 ............................................ _ .. ... ... ... ...... . 

2~:gg ~:gg ~:gg ~:{ig lgg:gg ~t~ :::::::::::: ::::::::: ..... 375:00 .. '".ii.'oo· R. l~:gg J:~ 1g:gg 2:~ 
96.00 - 12.00 96.00 12. 00 160.00 20.00 .... . .. .. . • . .••• • •. .. 220.00 27.50 R . 80.00 10. 00 8.00 l.OJ 

228.00 12.00 332.50 17.50 136.80 7.20 ••••.••••••• ••••••••• %85.00 15.00 R. 142.50 7.50 19.0() 1.00 
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TABLE I.--ouituraZ cost of labor 1·equired in prndt1C-i11g lemons on 143 rnnches in Califo,.nia in_ 1910-L'ontfuued. 

XI. XII. XIII. 

Cultivating. Pruning. Irrigating. 

XIV. 

Fumigating. 

xv. 
Fumigatio::i labor 

and materials. 

XVI. 

Spraying. 

2671 

XVII. 

Spreading fertilizer. 

__ ., ____ , __ T_o_tal_. _l,_P_e_r_a_cr_e. Total. · Per acre. Total. Per acre. Total. Per acre. Total. Per acre. Total. Per acre. Total. Per acra. 

!!4 5.5 
67 10 
78 164 
95 13.5 
97 14 
96 10 
99 3 

103 30 
102 9 
105 3. 75 
104 21 
106 7 
107 4 
9 6 

103 17 
109 17 

3 
110 3.6 
63 22 

111 3! 
112 6 
100 70 
113 6 
114 3.5 
115 2 
116 2.5 
117 2 
118 3 
119 5 
120 6 
121 10 
122 5 
157 10 
124 19 
125 18 
121> 3 
2ti 9.25 

12i !) 

129 16 
130 3 
131 9 
132 6 
133 3 
134 5.25 

8G 54 
135 4.5 
136 3.5 

62 418 
151 10 
152 1() 

153 5 
154 2 
29 II 

155 9. 75 
156 15 

Total 3,658.4 

No. Acres. 

R. Sl65.00 
115. 71 

2, 653. 52 
125.00 
214.00 

See XXI. 
30.00 

290.00 
1 0.00 

R. 52.50 
336.00 

R. 87. 50 
6S.OO 
55.90 

340.00 
192.00 

See total. 
75.00 

300.00 
75.00 

139.68 
See XVI. 

94.50 
100.00 
17.00 
50.00 
60.00 
48.00 
3r..oo 
90.00 

120. 00 
100.00 
208. 35 
400.00 
197. 50 
60.00 

249. 70 
110. 00 

See t-Otal . 
43.20 
76.80 

110. 76 
45.60 
67.50 

SeeXX:I. 
56.00 
56.00 

7, 459. 58 
166. 65 
182. 00 

R 228.30 
R. 40. 00 

80.05 
150. 00 
3i5.00 

30.00 
11. 57 
16.18 
9.26 

15.28 

$137.50 
200.00 

2,335.36 
254.00 
108.00 

$~:~ Und~f~ ... i6:25· ·····ssioo· ... $5:29. :::::::::::: ::::::::: :::::::::::: ::::::::: s~u~ St~ 
4. 24 R.2,609.24 15. 91 6T5. 68 4. 12 .............................................................. . 

18.81 63.00 4.66 ........... . . ........ $323.00 $23.92 .......•.... ......... 17.50 U9 
7.71 104.00 7.43 .........•.. ········· 84.00 6.00 ............ ····•···· 17.80 1.27 

· · · io: ix>" ·· · · · · · 63:00 · · · · 2i:oo· · · · · · · 32: .ro· ... io:so· : : : : : : : : :: : : : : : :: : : : : :: : : : : : :: : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : :: : : : : : :: · · ·· · · · · · · ·i 65 · · .. · · i: 22 
9.67 750.00 25.()() 285.00 9.50 85.00 2.83 .•...•.•............. ····•••·•••· ...•• :::: 80.00 2.67 

20. 00 213. 03 23. 67 45. 00 5. 00 36. 00 4. 00 ...................... ..... - • . . . . . . . . • . . . . 9. ()() ]. 00 
14. 00 125. 25 33. 39 . 10. 12 2. 70 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 11. 25 3. 00 ....•.•.......•.•.................•.•..... 
16. 00 424. 00 20. 19 223. 00 10. 62 ................•................................•.......... - . . 27. 00 1. 29 
12.50 140.00 20.00 Under XI. ........................................................................ Under II ......... . 
17. 00 60. 00 15. 00 64. 00 16. 00 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 160:00 40. O'.) • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 4. 00 1. 00 
9. 32 26. 40 4. 40 61. 92 10. 32 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ................. .. .........•...... .. 

20. 00 413. 61 24. 33 204. 00 12. 00 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 200. 00 11. 76 . . . • . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . 68. 00 4. 00 
11. 29 216. 00 12. 71 . 288. ()() 16. 94 120. 00 7. 06 ...........................•....... - •. - . . . 72. 00 4. 24 

· · · 20: 83 · · · · · · · · oo: oo · · · · i6: 67 · · · · · · · 35: oo · · · · · 9: 12 · : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : · · · · · -1s: oo · · · · 20: 83 · : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : · · · · ··is: oo · · · · · · 5: oii • 
13. 64 100. 00 4. 55 150. 00 6. 82 .......•...... - - . . . . . 250. 00 11. 36 . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . 20. 00 . 91 
22. 50 • 100. 00 30. 00 50. 00 15. 0() . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . 125. 00 37. 50 .....•.••. .... - ...•......•.......•••••...• 
23.28 127.38 21.23 35.34 5.89 ·············· · ······ 48.91 8.15 ..••••..••.• ···••···· 3.90 .65 

... i5:15· ······ ·ss:s9· ... i4:si· ······12:0i» ···i2:oo· :::::::::::: ::::::::: i~nt 4U~ :: :::::::::: ::::::::: :::::::::::: ::::::::: 
23.57 90.00 25. 71 50.00 14.2' ............ ......... 78.00 22.29 ···· •• •·••· · ......... 5.00 1.43 
8. so 18. 60 9. 30 13. oo 6. 50 . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . • . . . . 40. oo 20. oo . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . i. oo . ro 

20. 00 33. 75 13. 50 15. O;J 6. 00 . • • • • • . • • • . . . • . • . • . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • • • • • • • . . . . . • . • • . . 18. 00 7. 20 
30.00 35.00 17.53 15.00 7.50 ···•········ ···••···· 20.00 10.00 .....•...•.. ····•···· ············ ···••···• 
16. 00 100. 00 33. 33 18. 00 6. 00 . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . • . . . . . 66. 00 22. 00 .....•••••...••.•••....•.........•.••....• 
7. 20 80. 55 16.11 40. 15 8. 03 . . . • . . . . . . • • . . . . . . . . • 165. 00 33. 00 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 12. 00 2. 40 

15. 00 175. 00 29.17 50. 00 8. 33 36. 00 6. 00 .•.. •• ...... - . . . • • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . 6. 00 1. 00 
12. 00 77. 00 7. 70 80. 00 8. 00 72. O() 7: 20 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $-10. 00 $4. 00 8. 00 . O 
20. oo 50. oo 10. oo 81. 67 16. 33 40. oa 8. oo . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10. oo 2. oo 
20. 84 75. 00 7. 50 33'. 35 3. 33 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 125. 00 12. 50 ...•... - . • . • . . . . • . . . . 33. 35 3. 33 
21. 05 500. 00 26. 32 145. 00 7. 62 60. 00 3.16 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 120. 00 6. 32 
10. 97 425. ()() 23. 61 138. 50 7. 69 104. 00 5. 77 .•......................••.. - . . . . . . . . • . . . . '188. 00 10. 44 
2(). 00 72. co 24. 00 22. 50 7. 50 . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . 60. 00 20. 00 . . . • . • •• . . .. . • . . . . . . . 22. 50 7. 50 
27.00 132.40 14.30 ············ ········· ••.......... ·•······· 185.00 20.00 .....•.••........................ ········· 
12.22 120.00 13.33 64.00 7.11 .•.•...•.... ......... 155.00 17.22 ······•·•··· ........ . 21.10 2.34 

.. · i4: 40· · · · · · · iio: oo· .. · 36: 66. · · · · · · i4:oo· · · · · 4." 66 · :: ::::: ::: :: : :: : : :: : : 1~:· ~ 2~· 03
00 · ·· · · · · · · · · · · · --· · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · - · · · · · · · · . . . ... ..• ..... . . ... ... . 4.00 1.33 

8. 53 321. 00 35. 66 174. 50 19. 39 .•... - . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 216. 50 24. 05 ....•••... - ....••.•.....•........ . ..•..... 
18. 46 85. 00 14. 17 129. 24 21. 54 ...•••.......•..•.. - . 90. 00 15. 00 ................•.•.. 4.62 • 77 
15. 20 130. 00 43. 33 19. 24 6. 41 .•••••• - . • . . . . • . • . . . . 40. 00 13. 33 ...... - ........•.....................•.... 
12. 86 77. 00 14. 67 36. 00 6. 86 • • • • • • • • • • • . • • • • • • • . . 150. 00 28. 57 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . ... . .. ... . . . . . . ..... i9S: 65" .... 3."68. : : : :: : :: : :: : : : : : : : : : : 
12.45 15.oo 18.00 18.00 4.0(} .•.•........ : ... ::::: ··· ··54:00· ···iioo ......................................... . 
16. 00 50. 00 14. 29 35. 00 lG. 00 . . . • . . . . . . . . . • • . . . . . . 132. 37 37. 82 ...•. .•..•....•.••••. .• .•... ..••.. .... .... 
11.ss a,1m.51 !l.51 5,788.45 13.85 1,967.94 4.7o .......................................... 845.10 2.02 
16. 66 177. 25 17. 73 . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . 11. ()() 1.10 ........................ - .••...... .. ............. . ........... . . 
18. 20 82. 00 8. 20 84. 00 8. 40 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 150.18 15. 02 . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . 53.10 5. 31 
38. 05 200. 61 33. 43 115. 5l3 19. 25 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 79. 56 13. 26 . . . . . • • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . under XI. ........ . 
20.00 35.00 17.50 Under XI. ......... . ..... . ..... ......... 20.00 10.00 ............ ........ . 17.00 8.00 
8. 89 117. 75 13. 08 92. 05 10. 23 103. TD 11. 52 ........ _ ............. ..••..••... . .....•................... .... 

15.38 117.14 12.01 56.28 5.77 ···············•····· 287.43 29.48 ··•·················· 17.50 1.86 
25. 00 400. 00 26. 67 60. 00 4. 00 . . . . . . . . . . . . • • . . • . . . . 225. 00 15. 00 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . , 75. 00 5. Ott 

..... ········!···--···· .................................. !-········ ................................. ········· ..................... ·········· ··1··· .. ···· 

XVIII. XIX. XXI. 
Total labor. 

Other tree care. Superintending. Ad.minis tral. ion. Not segregated. 
Remarks. 

__ ., ____ , __ T_o_ta_i_. _ ,_P_e_r a_c_re_. , __ T_o_ta_i_. _ ,_P_e_r a_c_re_., __ '.D_o_ta_1_. -1 Per acre. Total. I Per acre. Total. I Per acre. 
----1---.,..,-~-.,---~~~~-:-~ 

. . . .. . . ............. 
2 300 
3 40 
4 140 
5 219 
6 5 
8 26.5 
9 20 

10 10 
11 5 
12 10 
19 20 
20 14 

23 10 

24 13 
27 9 
21 120 
17 4 
14 10 
35 5 
34 5 

Frost prot. 
$326. 62 

F. P. 29.30 
2, 99(). 00 

15.00 

· · · $i: 09· · · ·iJ;ooo:oo· · ·sio: oo· ·· · 11;&15.-25· · · 523:~· :: : : : : :: : ::: : : : : :: : :: : · ·s46;8.39: 02· ·si56: i3 . 
. 73 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1, 615. 64 40. 39 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4, 028. 68 100. i2 

21. 36 2, 200. 00 16.14 6, 125. 00 43. 75 ...•................. ; 18, 995. 00 135. 68 
. 07 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 5, 215. 00 23. 81 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . 24, 131. 89 110. 19 

170. OJ 34. 00 
1, 496. 93 56. 48 
2,0 .22 104. 42 
I, 550. 00 155. 00 

·······20:00· ·····:75· :::::::: ::::: ::::::: :: ::::::::::::: ::::::::: ::::::::::::: ::::::::: 
143. 50 7.18 ......•................•.......................................... 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Sl, 550. 00 $155. 00 
295. 00 59. 00 

· · · · · -530: oo -· --26: 50 · : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : . · u~~: ~ · 1~~: ~ 
............................ - ............. - ........ - . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1, 457. 65 '104.11 1, 637. 65 116. 97 

46.00 4. 60 4.26. 00 42.60 

1, 173. 00 £0.21 
802.00 89.11 

6, 723.16 t6.03 
328. 88 82.22 

25. 50 1. 96 .................................•................................ 
9. 00 1. 00 

............. -········ ::::::::::::: ::::::::: ··--i;22s:46· ·--io:iii. ····2;320:22· ... i9."ii. 
10. 00 2. 50 ...... - - .......................... .. •............................. 
16.50 1.65 ······ ······· .••••••.....••••...••.......... ············· ........ . 452. 50 45.25 
30. 00 6. 00 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ....... - . . . . . . . • • • • . . . ..•.. - . . • . . . . ... -... . 306. 00 61. 20 
25. 00 5. 00 - . • • . • . . . • • . • . ...... - . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ........ · .... - • . • . . . . . . - ...... . 296. 00 59. 20 

•• · 3i>" .. ·1-0 ... · · · --~ ·45i: 3<>" · --·6:45· · ·· :··560:00· · ·--s:oo · · ·· · ··500:00 · : ·· · s:~o- : :: ~:~~::: ::: ::: :::::: · ... 3; 320:40· · ··41: 43· 
38 9 95. !)() 10. 66 ....... ·.· .........••....•........ - ..•.......... - • • • . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . 468. 10 52. 02 
37 2 6. 00 3. 00 ..... - . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • ..... : . : . : . . . . : .... : : . . • . . • . . • • . . . . . . . . . . . . 82. 50 41. 2.5 
55 4. 5 48. 3(} 10. 73 ......... - ........................... : : ........ : •.•............. : . ·156. 95 34. 85 
30 5. 5 50. 00 9. 09 ....... . ... - .............. - ... ; . : ......... : . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 313. 75 57. 05 
42 8 24. 00 3. 00 . . . . . 374. 00 46. 75 
61 100 2,440.01> 24.40 ··--i;326:oo· ---i3:26· ····4;333:32· ···1is9· ::::::::::::: ::::::::: 13,169.58 131.69 

L--1G8 

No cost to water. 

Did no fumigating. 

Labor not segregated. 
No fumigation nor water cost. 
Trees double set. . -
R. Some pruning under other tree care. 
Labor only partly segregated. No 

water cost nor fumigation. 
R. Horse hire and fertilizer spreading 

included in cultivation. 

No fumigation. 
Do. 

Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
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TABLE ! .--Cultural cost of labor required in producing lemons on t.;3 ranches i1& California i1~ 1910-Continued. 

XVIII. XIX' XX'. XXI. 
Total labor. 

.A.dministra tion. 
No. Acres 

Other tree care. Superintending. Not segregated. 
Remark3. 

S9 
33 
32 
41 
40 
lO 
H 

f.2 
c3 
43 
44 
45 
52 
83 
54 
57 
25 

1 
59 
58 
60 
56 
65 
66 
/0 
71 
72 
73 
75 
76 
79 
68 
69 

137 
138 
139 
140 
141 
142 

143 
144 
145 
146 
147 
148 
149 
150 
so 
l 

48 
47 
84 
85 
88 
89 
00 
M 
49 
91 
92 
93 
94 
67 
78 
95 
97 
IJ6 
99 

103 
102 
105 
104 
106 
107 
98 

108 
109 

3 
110 
63 

111 
112 
100 
113 
114 
115 
116 
117 
118 
119 
120 
121 
122 
157 
124 
125 
126 
26 

5 
8 

18 
12 
15 
4. 5 
5 

5 
5 
9 
4 
9 
5 
5 

15 
11 
5 

110 
30 
12 
10 
18 
35 

6 
15 
1.2 

10.5 
14 
22 

6 
2.5 
7 

13 
8 
1 
7 
2.5 
2 

48 

4 
15 
5 
3 
3 

10 
3.5 

22 
7 

422 
3 
3 
3. 75 
2 
3 

50 
8 

22.5 
4 
9 
8 

19 
5.5 

10 
164 
13.5 
14 
10 
3 

30 
9 
3. 75 

21 
7 
4 
6 

17 
17 

Total. Per acre. Total. Per acre. Total. Per acre. Total. Per acre. Total. 

30.00 
16.00 

111. 00 
35 .35 
585. 00 
30.64 
20.00 

40.00 
100. 00 

46.45 
25.00 
30.00 

S6.00 
2.00 
6.16 

29. 86 
39.00 
6. 1 
4.00 

'8.00 
20.00 ..... sioo:oo· --m:oo· ::::::::::::: ::::::::: ::::::::::::: ::::::::: 
5.16 ... ······· ............ ···•··••····· ..•........•....•.............. 
6. 25 ... ·········· ......... ······••····· ......... ·······••···· ........ . 
3.33 ··· ·········· ········· · ············ .. ....... ············· . ...•.... 

· · · · · · aoo." oo· · · · 20: oo· · · · · · · 32.s.-00 · ·· ·ii: 67 · · · · · · ~325." oo · ··iii." 67 · : : :: : : : : : : : : : : :: : : : : : : 
27.50 2.50 · ······· ····· ..•...... ············· ......... ····••··•···· ........ . 

2,8~:88 2~:~ ····i;69·_-73· ···is:«· ····3;489:00· ... 3i:12· ::::::::::::: ::::::::: 
460. 00 15. 33 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . 210. 08 7. 00 ..................... . 

....... ~~ '!': ..... ~~ ~~- · · · · · · iso: oo· .. ·is: oo· : : ::: :: : :: : : : : : : : : : : : : · · ·· · i323:35· .. s32: 33 · 
356. 25 
125.00 

25.20 
66.67 
18.00 

125.00 
Under XII. 

155. 00 

280.00 
150. 00 

R. 21. 60 
30.59 

19. 79 
3. 57 
4. 20 
4.44 
2.50 

11. 90 

····7:05· ::::::::::::: ::::::::: ::::::::::::: ::::::::: ::::::::::::: ::::::::: 

21. 54 ....•.•••.••............•.••••••.....•........•...•.•............. 
18. 75 ..•.••..••... ·· •······ ··•··••••••·· .••...... ··········•·· . ····••·· 
21. 60 ........•...............•.•••••.....•.............. •. ....•.•. •.. .. 
4.37 ............. •·•······ ..•••.••••••. ········· ..•.•............•.... 

·ii ... · 100: oo· · --i4: ii9- : ::::: :: : : :: : : : ::::::: : : ::::: :::::: : : :: : : :: : · · ·· i; ooo: oo· ···22: 09· 
5.00 

25.00 
8.00 

. 78 
60.00 
60.00 
70.00 
25. 72 
38.90 

2,348.00 
8.18 

92.00 

1.25 
1. 66 
I.GO 
.26 

20.00 
6.00 

20.00 
1.16 
5.56 
5.56 
2. 73 

30.66 

: ::: :: :::: ::: : :::::: :: · ··· 5;686: oo· ···ii 47· :: ::: :::::::: ::::::::: 

: : : : : : : : : : : : : : : :: : : :: : : ::: : :: : ::: : : :: ::: : :: : : : : : : :: : :: : :: : :: : ::: :: · ·· ·· i75."oo· --·s1:sa· 
18. 80 6. 27 ......•......................................••................... 

. . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1, 200. 00 24. 00 4, 232. 58 84. 65 
5.00 .63 100.00 12.50 ............. ······•·· ··········•·· ········· 

540. 00 24. 00 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . • . . . • • . • . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . • . . . • • • . . . . . . . . ....•... 
25.00 6.25 .....•••.••..•.•••.....•••••••••....•..••••. ·•••••••· ••.. ··••••··. 

285. 00 31. 66 ...•.••...•......•......•....••.•...••...•....••••••.••.....••.... 
40.00 5. 00 .•....•............•...•..••....•........•....•..••...•••.•..•.... 

142. 50 7. 50 .....••.........•..•...•.•.•••..•.......•....•.•..•..•............ 
16.50 3. 00 ......•..........•.... ·•···••·•···· ··•·•·•·· ·•••·•·••·••· ....•.... 
32.13 3. 21 .•...............•...........................•...••.•....••..•.... 

Under XIII. . . . . . . . . . 2, 651. 88 16.17 4, 788. 80 29. 20 . .....•...••....•••... 
490. 00 36. 29 .•....•....•...•.•...................•..•..........•..•........•.. 
43. 75 3.12 ..................•............................................... 

. . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . • . . . . R. 106. 38 10. 64 531. 90 53. 19 

··· ·· ·ioo:oo· · .. ·a: ii. · ·· · · ·500:00· · .. i6."a1· ·· · · ·· 52.B:iii · ·· i7: oo· : ::: : :: :: : ::: : : :::: :: : 
33. 75 3. 75 ···•·••······ .•....•.................. ·•···· ··••··•·••••• ··•••••·· 

· ·· · ·· · 75: oo· · ··· 3: 57· ::: ::::: :: : :: : ::::: :: : · · · · · ·379.-47· ···is: 01· ::: :::::::::: : ::::: ::: 
............................................................................................................................................ 

1U~ d~ ·······22:63· ----3:g4· ·······46:a2· ··--1:72" ::::::::::::: ::::::::: 
25. 50 1. 50 . . . • • . • . . . . . . . • • . • . . . . 340. 00 20. 00 '.. . • . . . • . • • • . ...•.... 

200. 00 11. 76 200. 00 11. 76 170. 00 10. 00 .•••.....••••..•.•••.. 

2380.00 
271. 20 
675. 70 
971. 20 

1,425. 00 
238. 65 
334.00 

250.00 
474.10 

z. 739. 10 
340. 00 
6().). 00 
263. 50 
335. 51 

1, 755. 00 
475. 65 
471. 00 

16, 915. O!J 
2,249.54 

796. 00 
6l 7. 35 

1,160. ()2 
1,467.50 

456. 48 
1,085.00 

336.30 
1,035. 00 

854. 92 
850.00 
270. 00 
145. 00 
564.65 

1, 081. 89 
648. 32 
76.60 

484.30 
180.60 
181. 00 

3, 179. 54 

190. 30 
1,212.25 

302. 75 - 226.11 
195. 85 
476. 40 
276.12 

1,344. 98 
1, 116. 75 

31, 795. 00 
170.33 
287.00 
345. 60 
175.00 
208.15 

5,839. 70 
455.00 

1,508.04 
246.0Q 

1,475. 0(} 
700. 00 

1,286. 30 
335. 50 
481.99 

15, 714.48 
l, 272.50 

571. 55 
638. 28 
129.05 

2,618.00 
516. 78 
199.12 

l,464. 47 
227.50 
359. 25 
225.35 

1,591.11 
1,458.00 

Per acre. 

76.00 
33.90 
37.53 
80.93 
95.00 
53.04 
66'.80 

50.00 
94. 82 
82.13 
85.00 
67.20 
52. 70 
67.10 

117. 00 
43.24 
94.20 

153. 76 
74.98 
66.32 
61. 73 
64.48 
41. 93 
76. 08 
72.33 
46. 71 
98.55 
61.07 
38.64 
45.00 
58.00 
80.67 
83.22 
1. 04 

76. 60 
69.18 
72.24 
90.50 
G6.21 

47.58 
80.80 
60. 55 
75.37 
65. 28 
47.64 
78.80 
61.13 

159. 53 
75.34 
56. 77 
95.65 
92.15 
87.50 
69.39 

lHi. 79 
56.89 
67.02 
61.50 

163. 6 
87.50 
67. 70 
61.00 
48.19 
95.82 
94. 23 
40.81 
63.8.3 
43.02 
87.27 
57.42 
83.09 
69. 74 
32.50 
89.81 
37.56 
93.59 
85. 76 

No fumigation. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 

No fumigation, little pruning, small 
fertili:ier. 

No fumlgatfo::i . 

Do. 
Do. 

Do. 

Do. 
Do. 

XVIll under XII, and Xlll under XI 
No fumigation. 

R. Frost protection. 

R. Not szgregated-hired. 

Rti0~cludes S4.88 per acre frost protec· 

R . Work hired. 

XI includes V. 
SpraC.g but no fumigation. 

XI includes V. 
No fumigation, repairs, nor insurance. 
XI includes V. 

~~~~~~~; :Ji~~:fa1f tion. 
Do. 
Do. 

XVII under XL 

XIII includes XVIII. 

Ranch of 65 acres. 
No fumigation. 

XI includes. V. 
No fumigation. 
No fumigation; XIII under XI. 

No fumigation. 

····a: 5· · · ···· ·· ·s:oo· · · · · i 22· ::: :: : ::: : :: : :::: :: :: : : :: :: : :: : ::: : : :::::::: :::::: ::: :::: :: ::: : : : : ···· · ·21i."oo · · · · 75: 21· 
22 100. 00 4. 55 360. oo 16. 36 . • . . . • • . . • . • . . . • • . . • • • . • . . • . . . • • • • • • • • • • . • . . 1, 280. 00 58. 19 Little pruning. 
3! 40. 00 12. 00 . • . . . . . . . . • • • . • . . . . • . . . . . . . • • • . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . • • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . • . . 390. 00 117. 00 
6 355. 21 59. 20 

10 ::::::::::::: ::: :::::: ······iiJ:oo· ··--5:00· ::::::::::::: ::::::::: ····6;654:87· ···so:1s· 6,521.61 g3.25 

~.5 ·······so."oo· ... i4:29· ::::::::::::: ::::::::: ········4:9o· .... i:4o· ::::::::::::: ::::::::: ~~:&g 1~:&~ Cultivat~· cost low. 
2 3. 00 1. 50 . • • . . • • • • . • • . . • . • • . . • . . • . • . • • . • . . . • • • • . • • . . . . • • . . . . • • . . • • . • • • • • • . . 92. 60 46. 30 
2. 5 5. oo 2. oo . . • • • • • • . • . . . . • . • . • • . . . . • . • . • • • • . • . . . • . • • . . . . . . • • . • . . • . • . . . • . • • • • • 121. 75 48. 70 No fumiga ion. Trees tlos~ set. 
2 . . . . . • . • . . • . . . . . . • . . . . . • • • • • • • • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . • • • • • . . • • . • . . • . . . . . . • • . . • . • . . . • . • • • • • 130. 00 65. 00 

~ ·· ·····2i:oo· ····4:20· ::::::::::::: ::::::::: ::::::::::::: ::::::::: ::::::::::::: ::::::::: m:~ ~i:~ 
6 10.00 1.67 •••. ....•.•••..•.....•.••••.•.•......•.••... ·••·•···••··· •.•..•.•• 367.00 61.17 

10 300. 00 30. 00 . . • . • • • • • . • • • . • • . • • • • • . • . • •• . . • . . • . . . . • • . . . . . •• . • • •• . . . • • . . • •. . . • . 697. 00 69. 70 

18 41.67 8.33 .•....•....•..•........•.........•........•.••..•.••..••. -- ~---··· m:~~ ~:~ 

19 ·······59:50· ····a:ia· ::::::::::::: ::::::::: ::::::::::::: ::::::::: ::::::::::::: ::::::::: 1,284.so s1.60 

ig ~:~ ~:~ ::::::::::::: ::::::::: ·······is:15· --··a:25· ::::::::::::: ::::::::: 
1·gu~ ~~:~ 

9. 25 13. 87 1. 50 . . . • . . . . . . . • • • • • • • • • • • . • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • . • • • . . • • . • . • . • • • • • • • • • • • 580. 97 62. 80 



1913. 

No. Acres. 

128 9 
129 16 
130 3 
131 9 
132 6 
133 3 

134 5.25 
6 54 

135 4.5 
136 3.5 
62 418 

151 10 
152 10 
153 6 
154 2 

29 9 
155 9. 75 
156 15 

Total 3,658.4 

No. Acres. 

2 300 
3 40 
4 140 
5 219 
6 5 
8 26.5 
9 20 

10 10 
11 5 
12 10 
19 20 
20 14 
23 10 
24 13 
27 9 
21 120 
17 4 
14 10 
35 5 
34 5 
36 70 
3 9 
37 2 
55 4.5 
30 5.5 
42 8 
61 100 
39 5 
33 8 
32 18 
41 12 
40 15 
50 4.5 
51 5 
52 5 
53 5 
43 9 
44 4 
45 9 
82 5 
83 5 
54 15 
57 11 
25 5 
1 110 

59 30 
58 12 
60 10 
56 18 
65 35 
66 6 
70 15 
71 7.2 
72 10.5 
73 14 
75 22 
76 5 
79 2.5 
GS 7 
69 13 

137 8 

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE. 2673 
TABLE I.-Culturnl cost of labo1· ,·equirecl iii prnducing lemons on 11,S ranches iii California in 1910-Contlnued. 

XVIII. XIX. xx. XXL 
Total labor. 

Other t ree cure. Superintending. Administration. Not segregated. 

Per acre. Total. I Per acre. Total. 
-~~-1-~~~~1-~~ 

Total. Per acre. Total. Per acre. Tot.al. Per acre. 

22. 5(J 32. 50 . . • • . • • • • • • • . . . • • . • • . . • • • • • • • • • • . . • • • • . • . • . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . $492. 60 $54. 72 
• . • . • . . • . . . • . . . • . . . . . . • • . • • . • • • • • • . • . • • . • • • . • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • . . • $'2, 923. 00 $182. 69 ............ . ........ . 

13. 50 4. 50 . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . • . • • . . • . . . . . . • . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . 262. 70 87. 55 
36. 95 4.10 . . • . . . • . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . • • • . . . . • . . . . . . . . • • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 825. 75 91. 73 
20. 28 3. 38 . . . . . . • . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 439. 90 73. 32 
16. 80 5. 60 . • • . . • • • • • • • • . • • . • • . • . . . • • • • • • . • . • • • • • . . • . • . . • . . . • . . . . • • . • . • . • • . • • 291. 64 97. 20 

· · · .. · ·20: is· · .... :37 · :: : :: : ::: : ::: : : ::: : ::: ·· · si; 161: ex» · · i32: 12 · · · · ·4;2ss: oc» · · · 1a: 86. 
68. 00 15. 11 .•.•....•......................................................... 
10.00 2.86 ............. ········· ············· ......... ········•··•· ······••· 

1,316. 82 3.15 $6,736.00 $16.10 6,721.44 16.~ ·····••············••· 

..... "332.' 06" .. "33:2i. : ::::::: :: ::: : :::: ::: : :::::::: :: ::: ::::::: :: : :::::::::::: : :: : ::::: 
10.80 1.80 ··••······•·· ..•........••••................ ·····•••····· .•.•.•.•. 

...................................................................................................................... 
134. 50 14. 95 ......•............•...•••.•••..••.....••..........•........•...•. 
135. 00 13. 85 540. 00 55. 38 .•••....•....•...•.•....•.•.••.......•.•.•.. 
200. 00 13. ~3 . • • • • • • . . • . . . • • • . • . . • . • • • • • . • • . . . • . . . . • . • • • . • • • . • . . . • • . . . • .•.••••. 

i .A. verage cost of labor per acre. 

330. 50 
6,243.80 

274.00 
285.37 

34, 813. 44 
354. 90 
883.34 
634.83 
112.00 
528.05 

l_,303. 35 
1,335.00 

320,296.35 

62.96 
115.63 

60.88 
81. 54 
83.26 
35.49 
88.34 

105.80 
l:-6.00 
58.67 

133.67 
89.00 

192.51 

Rem:irks. 

R. Includes spreading of fertilizer pro. 
duc&d on place. 

Spreading fertilizer under cultivating. 
Cultivating includes irrigating. 

TABLE II.-Cultuml cost of materials t·equired . in producing lemons on 143 mnches iii Californi a in 1.9!0. 

I. II. III. IV. v. VI. VII. 

Chemical fer tilizer. Barnyard manure. Water. Fumigation. Forage and grain. Taxes. Maintenance and 
repairs. 

Total. Per acre. Total. Per acre. Total. r~=· Total. Per acre. Total. Per acre. Total. Per acre. Total. Per acre. 

$12,060. 00 $40. 20 $1,808. 78 S6.03 R. ~No cost.) ~,589.46 $28. 63 R. ................. $2,613. 08 SS. 71 $3,194.31 $10. 65 
1,800.00 45.00 .................. ................ R. No cost.) 760. 68 19.01 $764.87 $19.12 296. 42 7.41 ··· 2;531.-sa· .. .. is:i2 7, 100.00 50. 71 2,000. 00 14.29 $2, 569. 88 $18. 36 1,400. 00 10.00 1,050. 00 7.50 1,618. 75 11. 56 
7, 715. 37 35.23 ....................... ................ 5, 882. 34 26. 86 Under XV. ........... 1,662.21 7.59 2,338.!)2 10.68 2, 082. 69 9.51 

280.00 56.00 50.00 10.00 100. 00 20. 00 R. ... ii72" 75.00 15.00 26.00 5.20 R. ·····a.'77 750.00 28.30 50.00 1.89 257. 00 9. 70 337. 00 374. 00 14.11 81.31 3.06 100. 00 
819. 20 40.96 674.40 33. 72 808. 80 40.44 Under XV. ........... 391. 40 19.57 221. 60 11. 08 217. 40 10.87 
400. 00 40.00 . . . .. ·20:00· R. ............. R .............. 300. 00 30.00 98.00 9.80 150.00 15.00 
56.25 11.25 4. 00 71.35 14.27 R. ................. 150. 60 30.12 28.65 5. 73 42.00 8.40 

·· ····64o:Oi» ···32.'oo· 520. 00 52.00 240. 00 24.00 Under XV. .... 7 .. 37· See XI. ................. 56.00 5.60 R. 
M&L468.60 23.43 250. 00 12.50 147.36 365. 00 18.25 247. 78 12.39 300.00 15.00 

400. 00 28.57 40.00 2.86 R. .. ·24:00· R. ·--20:00· 320.00 22.86 121. 35 8.66 100.00 7.14 
480. 00 48.00 ........................ .................. 240. 00 200.00 Under XI. .................. 87.00 8. 70 R. 
750. 00 57. 70 25.00 1. 92 500.00 38.46 Under XV. .................. 180.00 13. 85 178. 00 13.69 262. 50 20.00 
738. 00 82.00 232. 65 25.85 202. 50 22.50 Under XV. ............... 202.50 22.50 92. 70 10.30 99.00 11.00 

1, 323. 55 11.03 1, 430. 76 11. 92 268.03 2.23 Under XV. ............. 1,648. 84 13. 74 829.20 6.91 2-55.53 2.13 
185.12 46.28 46. 20 11. 55 24.00 6.00 Under XV. ................. 38. 25 9.56 48.00 12.00 4. 50 1.12 
280. 00 28.00 250.00 25.00 100. 00 10.00 Under XV. ·-------- 150. 00 15.00 65. 00 6.50 25.00 2.50 
100. 00 20.00 ........................ ................. 42.00 8.40 60.00 12.00 85.00 17.00 24.00 4. 80 R. . ............ 
200.00 40.00 ...................... --··2:35· 35.00 7.00 50.00 10.00 55.00 11. 00 15. 00 3.00 R 

2,557.35 36.53 164.55 527.40 7.53 93.35 1.35 914. 70 13.07 179. 55 2.56 126.10 1. 80 
244. 47 27.16 212.01 23.56 69.60 7. 73 R. ................. 164. 90 18. 32 15.26 1. 70 155. 27 17.25 
65.00 32.50 .................... .. 'i9."c)7" 17.50 8. 75 R. ................. 27.50 13. 75 27.00 13.50 ....................... ..... 6:3i 126. 00 28.00 85.80 110. 65 24.59 37. 00 8.22 86.40 19.20 17.30 3.84 28.40 

155. 00 28.18 159.80 29.05 104.30 18.96 133.00 24.18 96.30 17.51 64.00 11. 64 R. ................ 
250. 00 31.25 .................. . .. .... i:9o· 70.00 8. 75 130. 00 16.25 150.00 18. 75 20.00 2.50 5.00 .62 

4,996. 54 49.97 190. 05 1,127. 73 11. 28 1, 170. 69 11. 71 1,834.34 18.34 360. 36 3.60 1,308. 51 13.09 
200. 00 40.00 100. 00 20.00 35.00 7.00 70.00 14.00 145. 00 29.00 12.80 2.56 20.00 4.00 
270. 00 33. 75 75.00 9.37 76.80 9.60 R. .................. 80.00 10.00 42. 70 5.33 R. ................. 
SJ . 50 46.60 110. 00 6.11 202.50 11.25 R. 225.00 12. 50 93.15 5.17 R. ·····5:20 24.0.00 20.00 153.35 12. 78 105. 00 8. 75 72.00 6.00 T.H.166. 70 13.89 39.40 3.28 62.50 
700. 00 46.66 20.00 1. 33 150.00 10. 00 125. 00 8.33 275. 00 18.33 41. 70 2. 78 65.55 4.37 
136. 51 30. 37 46.64 13.60 41. 75 9.28 42. 70 9.50 T .H. 84.21 18. 71 11.30 2. 51 52.62 11. 70 

· · · · · · i3o.-C>i>' ·--w:oo· 12.50 2.50 35.00 7.00 30.00 6.00 100.00 20.00 7.50 1.50 17.50 3.50 
........................ ···2a:Oi; 31. 50 6.30 20.00 4.00 100. 00 20. 00 22.00 4.40 90.00 18.00 

195. 00 39.00 140. 00 45.00 9.00 59.00 11.80 70.00 14. 00 12.00 2.40 5.00 1.00 
294. 00 32.67 ....................... ................ 192. 65 21.41 130.00 14. 44 223. 00 24. 78 53.00 5.89 93.00 10.33 
70.00 17.50 ........................ ................. 35.00 8. 75 ........................ ........ .. ........ 200. 00 50.00 29.00 7.25 50.00 12.50 

400. 00 44.44 25.00 2. 78 105. 00 11.67 60.00 6.67 250.00 27. 78 40.00 4.44 130.00 14.44 
328. 00 65.60 225. 00 45.00 137. 50 27.50 Under XV. .................. 100. 00 20.00 67.00 13.40 100. 00 20.00 

R. 400.00 80.00 "C"nder I. .................. 74.91 14. 98 Under XV. . ................ 75. 72 15.14 59.01 11.80 ...................... ·····4:66 624. 00 41.60 236. 00 22.40 127. 00 8.46 146.00 9. 73 285. 00 19.00 36.00 2.40 70.00 
73.35 6.61 366. 65 33.33 96.25 8. 75 55.00 5.00 343. 75 31. 25 41.25 3. 75 45.85 4.17 

152.00 30.40 225. 00 45.00 104. 00 20.80 Under XV. ................. 87.50 17.50 52.57 10.51 50.00 10.00 
3, 653.09 33.21 3,634. 70 33.04 2,133.10 19.40 1, 044. 85 9.49 5,085. 80 46.23 2,057. 66 18. 72 517.36 4. 70 
1,170.00 39.00 480. 00 16.00 288.10 9.60 406.12 13.54 630. 00 21.00 72.31 2.41 200.00 6.67 

276. 00 23.00 180. 00 15.00 116. 60 9. 71 50.00 4.16 500. 00 41.66 32.00 2. 67 100.00 8.33 
390. 00 39.00 38.00 3.80 75.00 7.50 141. 05 14.10 T.H.180.09 18. 01 24.00 2.40 ...................... ·····s:33 187. 50 10.42 1,546.50 85.92 187.50 10.42 240. 00 13.33 421. 88 23.44 45.00 2. 50 150.00 

2,604. 00 74.40 1, 400.00 40.00 945. 00 27.00 R. 650. 00 18. 57 420. 00 12.00 546. 00 15.60 105.00 3.00 
140. 00 23.33 ....................... ................. 157.50 26.25 Under XV. .. .... .. .......... 132.30 22.05 66. 51 11. O!J 41.05 6.84 
333.33 22.22 ......................... .................. 300.00 20.00 Under XV. 208. 33 13. 89 133.33 8. 89 16.67 1. ll 
108.00 15. 00 252.00 35.00 190.80 26.50 Under XV. --------- 180.00 25.00 57.60 . 00 ........................ ................. 
400.00 38.10 125.00 11.90 252.00 24.00 Under XV. --- --- --- 45.00 4.29 105.00 10.00 90.00 8.57 
217. 56 15. 54 307. 51 21.97 308.00 22.00 314.9 22.50 280. 00 20. 00 168.11 12.01 36.40 2. 60 
520. 00 23.66 250. 00 ll.36 245. 67 11.17 R. -- --- ---- T.H.275.00 12.50 103.40 4. 70 ............... .. ........ ................. 
328.00 54. 67 175.00 29. 17 90.00 15.00 Under XV. ..... .. ......... 104. 40 17. 40 68.16 11. 36 75.00 12.50 

R 150. 00 60.00 Under I. . ............. 56.25 22.50 Under XV. ............... 22.50 9.00 50.00 20. 00 27.50 11. ()() 
200. 00 28.57 170.00 24.29 62.22 8.89 Under XV. ................ 175. 00 25.00 56.30 8.04 3.89 .56 
630.00 48.46 560.00 43.08 475.61 36.59 Under XV. ................. 205.15 15. 78 109. 07 8. 39 45. ,70 3.52 
244.16 30.52 21.84 2. 73 222.56 27.82 Under.XV ...•.••••• 113. 68 14. 21 198. 96 24.87 ....................... .............. 
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'l'AbLE 11.--<Jultural cost of materials 1·equired in producing lemons on 143 ran.ches in Califcwnia in 1910.-:.CQntin~ed . 

----
I . Il. Ill. IV. V. VI. VIL 

N ). Acres. Chemical fcrtili:cr. Barnyard manure. Water. F umigation . Forage and grain. Taxes. Maint.ena.nce and 
repair5.1 

T.otnl. P.er acre. Total. Per acre. Total. Per acre. Total. Per acre. Total. Per..acre. Total. · IP-er acre. Total. P.er 8l'.re. 

138 1 $30. i8 $39. 78 ------ ------ -- -- ---- - $8.11 $8.11 Under XV. $19. 27 319.27 $11. 43 $11. 43 ............... .... .. .. ... ..-.... 
139 7 157. 50 22.50 $26. 25 ... 3. 75 113. 75 16.25 Under XV. .......... ....... 87.50 12.50 28.42 4.06 .. .... .............. ............... 
140 2.5 190.50 76. 20 ..... ... ...... .. .. .......... .. .. .. .. 60.00 24.00 Under XV. .. ................ See XI. --------- 27.00 10.80 ·· ---- --- ---141 2 42.00 21.00 42.00 21.00 40.00 20.00 Under XV. 

""iii:22· 54. 66 27.33 25.33 12. 67 6.67 --··ia:aa 
142 4S 1,487. 75 31.00 .... ............... ......... ... ..... 1, 600.00 33.33 538.50 .. ............. ..... 550. 2fi 11. 413 215.00 4.48 
143 4 318. 20 79.55 ------------ ............... 104. 00 26.00 . u ndar· xv.- .. ... .......... . 98.00 24.50 39.60 9.90 4. BO 1.20 
144 15 330. 00 22.00 -· -· --- ----- ...... ... .. .... .233. 25 15.55 281 . 25 18. 75 1 2. 70 12.18 333.30 22.22 
145 5 3i5. 00 i5.00 35.00 7.00 100. 00 20.00 104.00 20.80 65.00 13.00 62.50 12.50 16.67 3.33 
146 3 150. 00 50.00 ...... .. .. .... .. ..... .... .. . ............ . 29. 73 9. 91 Undtir XV. . ............... 35.43 11. 81 37.80 12.60 49.62 16.54 
147 3 187. 50 62.50 ........ ................. ------ --- 12.00 4.00 ------- ----· - T.H.18.60 6.2\J 22.50 7.50 --------- --- ................ 
148 IO 520.00 52.00 256.00 25.60 285.00 28.50 Under XV. .............. R. '200.00 20.00 ............ ... .. 
149 3.5 113. 70 32.4J --- ----- ---- ------ --- 26.60 7.60 

·ufi<lei-·xv: .... .... ............ .. ...... .. .... ........ .. .. ................ 14.81 4.2.3 . ... ··35:0() 
10.00 

150 22 1,427. 00 64. 301. 00 13.68 476. 64 21. 67 ........ .. ........ 616.00 28.00 275.00 12. 50 140. 74 6.67 
BO 7 560. 00 80. 00 443.35 63.33 231.00 33.00 Under XV. ................ 136.00 19.43 110.00 15. 71 Hi8.00 24.00 

1 422 R . 43, 3T.3. 00 R.102.78 Under I. 5,578. 00 13.22 Under XV.· Um:ler XI. 5, 658. 00 13.41 5, 205.00 12.33 
48 3 78.00 26.00 71. IO 23. 70 25. 71 8.57 14.00 4.67 122. 89 40.95 11. a 5. 71 16. 77 5.59 
47 3 84.00 2S.OO 40.00 13.33 21.00 7.00 20.00 6. 66 150.00 50.00 25.00 8.33 25.00 8.33 
84 3. 75 320.00 85.33 70.00 18.67 90.00 24. 00 Under XV. .................. Under XI. .. ............ 29.50 7.87 . .................... .... .. ........ 
85 . 2 6.00 3.00 30.00 15.00 17.50 8. 75 . ......................... ................. Under XI. .. ............... 5. 23 2.61 ... 
88 3 111.00 37.00 · · u-•i~- --------- 49.88 16. 63 Under XV. ................ Under XI. .. ........ -...... 21.14 7.05 .. .... i6:oo· 5.50 
89 50 R. l, 94S. 63 .3S.97 1, 293. 70 25.87 Under XV. UnderXXI. 515.97 10.a2 420.00 8.40 
90 8 320. 00 40.00 256.00 32.00 190. 12 23. 77 Under.XV. 62. 50 7. 81 43. 75 5. 47 15.63 1. 95 
64 22.5 1,535.00 68.22 650. 45 28.91 531. 90 23.-64 613. 64 27. 27 402.30 17. 88 281. 25 12.50 87.50 3.89 
49 4 50.00 12.50 50.00 12.50 35. 00 8. 75 20. 00 5.00 180.00 45. 00 13.00 3.25 50. 00 12. 50 
91 9 600.00 . 66.67 -- -- ------ -- --·------ 250.00 27. 78 Under XVI and XV .. 200. 00 22.22 '60.00 -0.-67 100. 00 11.11 
92 8 350. 00 43. 75 ------------ ... .... ...... 80.00 10.oa Under XVI and XV . . 160. 00 20.00 32.00 4.00 .. ................. ............... 
93 19 1, 729. 00 91. OD ....................... --------- 100. 00 10.0(} Under XVI and XV .. R. 356. 25 18. 75 57.00 3.00 95.00 5. 00 
94 5.5 230. 00 50. 91 225.00 40. 91 18().0(} 32. 73 .. -.. ------.... -.. ... ... ............ 11.35.00 24.55 55.00 Jl). 00 75.00 13.63 
67 IO 400. S9 40. 09 40. 00 4.00 226.4') 22.64 il.38. 75 13.87 123.63 12.36 52.33 5. 23 30. 40 3. 04 
78 164 4,342. 72 26.48 Under I. 4,393.56 26. 79 4, 254.16 25.94 1,079.12 6. 58 1,%0. 04 12.01 1,349. 72 8. 23 
95 13.5 650.00 48.15 145. 00 10. 74 375.00 27. 77 Un«l&r XV. ........... ...... R. J.55.00 11. 49 19S.OO 14.66 .. ...................... -... -·- ..... 
97 14 485.00 34.64 33.00 2.36 284. 4S 20.32 Under XV. .. .. .......... 119. 28 8.52 -68.45 4.89 15. 00 1. 06 - 96 IO 400.00 40.00 .315.00 31.50 194.18 19. 42 .. ................. ..... .. ............ .... 89. 28 '8.93 52.44 5:24 ::n. 23 3.12 
99 3 210.00 70.00 15.00 5.00 62.4(} 20.80 .. .............. .. . ...... ................... U2.50 87.50 29.55 9.85 1. 50 .50 

103 30 1, 310.00 43. 67 645.00 21.50 240. 60 8.02 150.00 5.00 211. 80 7.06 717.30 23.90 111. 18 3. 71 
102 .g 202. 50 22.50 ... ..................... ................ .. 216.GO 24.00 2-64.0() 29.33 270.00 30.00 . 153.00 7-0.00 41).5() .5 . .50 
105 3. 75 128.73 34.33 40.02 10.&7 37.50 10.00 Und.erXV. ....... ......... .... Und.erXI. 21.27 5. 67 -- ·- ............ ---........ .. .. .. .. 
104 21 750.00 35. 71 70.00 3.33 192. IO 9.15 ...... ................ ... ........... 144. 69 6.89 217.85 10.37 :26. 29 1. 95 
106 7 231.00 33.00 R. 150.00 21.43 37,32 5.33 ·-un:a.& x.v:- ... .......... .. .R. 9L35 13.05 28.21 4. ·03 .. ... ... .............. .... ...... .. ..... 
107 4 200. 00 50.00 125.00 31.25 100.0:) 25.0D . ----. ·-· 90.00 22.50 38.99 9.75 4.00 1.00 
98 6 259. 20 43. 20 54. 57 9.10 63. 10 I0.52 ui:icieixv:· .. ......... ·-· 37.26 6. 21 27.00 4.50 6.52 1.08 

108 17 sou. 00 47.06 .500.00 29.41 34.0,0J .20. O:> ···2.1:57· .255. 00 15.00 255.00 15.00 : 85. 00 5.00 
109 17 686. 90 40. 41 .588. 78 34.64 861.33 50.67 400. 74 .203. 66 11.98 161. 33 9.49 283. 33 16.66 
13 ................. ---·--------- .. .......... . .. ...................... .. ···ai22· .......... .... ........ .. ···29:20· uilci&·x.v:· . .............. ... -.... -- ......... ······as.:ss· .. ................ .................. .. .... .......... ...... . 

110 3.6 1 .58 46.82 116.00 105.12 ?2.00 20.00 I0.80 9.00 2.50 
63 22 500.00 22. 73 125.00 5.68 353.54 16.-07 Under XV. !1.79.08 8.14 203. 28 9. 24 409. 20 18.00 

Ill 3. ! iIB.00 29.40 85. 00 25.50 '32. 78 9.23 ·Under XV. 52.33 15. 70 38.36 11.51 ..................... .......... .. ..... 
112 6 392. 76 65. 45 .. -..... -.. .... -~- .......... ...... 161.04 ~6. 84 Under XV. ............... 100.8~ 16. 81 24.00 4.00 .. ...................... ........... .. ... 
100 70 3, 173.35 45.33 3,515.00 50.22 2,002. {)[) 28.i)) UndarXV. Und .. XXI. 723. 0 10.34 ···· ··25:02· .................. 
113 6 1 4.68 30. 78 276.84 46. 14 217. 08 36.13 Under XV. R. 100.02 16.67 fil.'84 10.64 4.17 
114 3.5 200.00 57.14 85. 00 24.2:> 52.50 15.00 Under XV. 93. 33 26.66 39.44 iL27 11.65 3.33 
115 2 40.00 20.00 ··· ·--25:00· ....... .. ........ "30. OD 15.00 Under.XV. 50.00 25.00 30.00 15.00 -- -........ .. ....... ..... ........ .. .. 
116 2. 5 108..40 43..36 10.00 '23. 83 8..33 ·uii.der x.v. · ..... .. ......... __. 45.83 18.33 11.fJ7 4.67 8.33 3.33 
117 2 75.00 37.5G 125. 00 62.50 10.00 5.00 32. 00 16.00 12.SO 6.40 5.60 2.80 
118 3 190.00 63.33 .. ................. ... . -~ .. ...... -- 54.00 18. 00 Under XV. ro.oo 2\J.00 34.92 ll.64 ................ .... .. ............ 
119 5 450. 00 90. 00 ....................... ......... ..... .. 00.00 10.0:J Under XV. 

· ···9~00-
6D. O!l . 12.00 40.00 8. 00 .. ................... .. ...... ... .... 

120 6 200.00 31.33 ...... . ............... .... ............ . 133.34 22.22 54.00 133. 33 22.22 33.33 5.55 .. .................... ............ ... .. 
121 1-0 275.00 27.5() 17LOO 17.10 lS0.00 18.0G 140.00 14. 00 200.0J .20.00 50.00 5 . 00 45 . 00 ~.50 
122 5 66.67 13. 33 100.on 20.00 41.67 8..33 6.5.00 :ra.oo 165.67 33.33 33.34 6.66 .25. 00 5. 00 
157 10 700.00 70.00 ........ .......... .. .. .. ............. .. .. 15D.OO 15.(Y.) --- --···· · · · · .. .. ......... . .... ----·· ··-·-- · ··5L05· 177. 53 17.75 41. 67 4.17 
124 19 1, 156.00 6'.l.84 36'.>.00 18.95 210.00 11. 05 . 283,00 1-0. 15 ' 970. 00 · · ·· ·· w:oo· 170.00 '8.95 
125 18 817.00 45.39 90. 00 5.00 2~. 00 12. 72 166. 00 1l.22 334. 00 18.55 3.14 197.50 10. 97 
126 3 90.0() 30. 00 25.00 8.33 V3. 75 6.25 Under.XV. ·······-- ll2.50 37.5!} 10.. 50 3.50 .......... .... ....... .. ........... . .... 
26 9.25 1111.SO 12.115 .......... ... ......... ... i:i."33" 16. 65 1.80 

·urid.0i--x\7~ · .................. .. "" "3i8."75" -- -35:.u· 76.00 8.00 · ·· · · i5i3o· ··· ·i1:oa 12 9 200. 00 22.22 lZ}. 00 66. 00 7.33 5.3. 00 5.89 
12fl 16 330. 00 2G.62 ..................... .... ..... .. .. ... 250.00 15.02 Under XV. 395.00 24.69 ......... .. .... .... · ·· ·· · i9:so· .... "6."56 130 3 80.. 00 26.60 350.00 11!). 67 60.00 20.00 Under XV. 110.00 36.67 48.30 16.10 
131 9 358. 40 3.9.82 31.80 3.53 290.00 32.22 Under XV. 22'3. 00 24. 77 47.20 5.24 34.30 3 . 81 
132 -6 14.{).()() 23.33 .................... ,.. .. .... ............. 212. 28 35.38 Under XV. 166. 14 27.69 360. 00 ro.-oo 6.48 1. 08 
133 3 92.00 30.67 ...... ...... ....... ·- .. . ""'i."i4" 24.00 8. 00 Under XV. 64.23 21.43 20.37 6.79 8.58 2. 86 
134 5.25 25 .75 49.3!) 6.00 .197.00 37.52 Under XV. ··-iioo· 75.00 14.29 135. 00 25.72 60.00 11. 42 
86 54 2,105.47 38.99 · · · · · iis~oo- ···25:55· · ···· ·3(>~92· ····5:87· £33.. 76 «)8. 72 11. 27 980.00 18.15 ................. ........... . 

135 4.5 110.00 24.44 Under XV. R. 71.46 15.88 20. 61 4. 58 .... .. io."9s· ..... ii3 
136 3.5 21.46 6.14 25.00 7.14 51.33 14. 67 Under XV. .... id3" 17:78 5.08 18."65 5.33 
62 418 11,296.-03 27.02 432.12 1.03 3,406.70 8.15 3,40'.l.OO 3,743.62 8:97 3, 72J.'2J 8.9:> .................... ............. 

151 10 206.00 26.6) .................... ......... .. .... 180.00 18.00 ......... ... .............. - .. ··- .. .. .. .... "365:ii· 57. 6) 5. 76 ......... .. .. ....... ... ... ...... 
152 10 414. 59 41.46 76.93 7.6'.) 145.50 14.55 .... --- · ... _ ........ ............... l6.53 Bil. IO 3.41 21.30 2 .13 
153 .6 165.6'.) 19.43 .284. 21 47.37 280.00 46.67 ......................... ............. ..... l ag.02 23.27 56.64 9.44 10. 98 1.83 
154 2 102.00 51. 00 20.00 10. 00 45.00 22.50 · ·····zsi9o· ···ai."s4· -·-··· ------- ·· ·1;;33· 41.72 ll0.86 10.00 5.00 
29 .9 317. 2J 35.25 286.90 31. 88 236. 95 26.33 12(). 00 71.05 7.89 . . ......... ......... ... .... .......... 

155 9. 75 574.00 5 .ff'! 469. 16 43. 12 219. 37 22.50 ........................ ................ 15S.44 16.25 100. 87 1:6. 50 158. 44 16.Zi 
156 15 1,050.00 70. 00 .......................... ................. 37S.OO 25.00 - .. .. .. - .. ·- .... -- .. -·-- ..... ........ ....................... .. .. .. .... .. -- .... 256.67 17. 78 67.67 4.s_~ 

Total 3,658. 4 .............................. · · · · · · -· · · · -· -······-I· -· ·· --· ----1--· · --· · · l · -· --· -- -· · -· · -· -· · -· -· · · · · ·· · -· -· · · · --· · · · l-· · · · · · · · ··· - · ·····-·· I- -· · · · · · · · · -
1 See total labor and mat~ials. 



1913. 

No. Acres. 

2 

4 
5 
6 

~00 

40 

140 
219 

5 

8 26.5 
9 20 

10 10 

11 5 
12 10 

19 20 

20 14 

23 10 

24 13 
27 9 
21 120 
17 4 
14 10 
35 5 

34 5 
36 70 
38 9 

37 2 

.55 4.5 
30 5.S 
42 8 
61 100 
39 5 
3~ 8 

32 18 
41 12 
40 15 
50 4.5 
51 5 

52 5 
5;3 5 
43 9 
44 4 
45 9 
82 5 
83 5 
54 15 
57 11 
25 5 
81 110 
59 30 
58 12 
60 10 
56 18 
65 35 
66 6 
70 15 
71 7.2 
72 10.5 
73 14 
75 22 
76 5 
79 2.5 
68 7 
69 13 

137 8 
138 1 
139 7 . 
140 2.5 
141 2 
142 48 
143' 4 
144 15 
14.5 5 
146 3 
147 3 
148 10 
149 3.5 
150 22 
80 7 
1 42! 

48 
47 
84 
85 

88 
8!.J 
90 
64 
49 

3 
3 
3. 75 
2 

3 
50 
8 

22.5 

' 

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SEN ATE. 2675 
TABLE II.-Ct1lturaZ cost of materials required in producing lemons on 143 ranches in California in 1910-Continued. 

VIII. IX. x. 
Total materials. Labor. Materials and labor. 

Frost protection. Insuranoo premium. Incidental. 
Remarks. 

Total. Per acre. Total. Per acre. Total. Per acre. Total. Per acre. Total. Per acre. ToW. Per acre. 

$1,429. 25 $4.93 $259. 26 iQ. 86 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $30, 019. 14 $100. 06 $46, 839. 02 $156. 13 $76, 858. 16 $256. 19 Water, forage and 
grain without cost. 

1, 000. 00 7.14 
3.'i6.14 1. 63 

245. 00 
781.83 

R. 

2. 70 
R. 

15.00 

20.00 

R. 

1. 75 
3.57 

$168. 60 

437.50 3.13 

90.00 
49.00 

3.40 
2.45 

.54 ············ •.....•.. 

. 75 ··· ······--- ··--····· 

1.43 

40.00 4.00 

············ ······-·· 20.00 1.55 45.00 3.46 
············ ········ · 4.50 .50 ············ •........ 
············ •........ ············ ····· ···· 750.93 6.26 
..... - . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1. 62 . 41 .............. ... ... . 

50. 00 5. 00 .•.•..•...•. -...•..... -•..•...•..••.....•. 
............ ......... R. 9.00 1.80 

14.~ ·····:i» ······59:00" ····-.-99· 
R. ········ · ············ ........• 

15.00 7.50 ········•••• ····-----

: :: : : :: : : :: : : : : : ::: : : · -- ···ii: io· · · ··ia2· · · · · · · i6."os · · · ··i9~ · 
:::::::::::: ::::::::: ······si54. ·····:83· 3~:~ ~:~ 
· · · · · · 25_· oo · -· · · i i3 · · -· · · -· i." os · -· -· · .- i3 · : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : 

10.00 .56 4.50 .25 ··•········• ---------
.. - ..... .... - . . . . . . . . 20. 20 1. 5g 11. 00 . 92 
··············· ······ ···•···• · ····· ·· ···· · 21.85 1.46 

9.00 1.80 10.00 2.00 

::::~::::::: ::::::::: ------~r~- ···1~~ :::::::::::: ::::::::: 
:::::::::::: ::::::::: ... .... i25" ·····:.s· :::::::::::: ::::::::: 
···········• •········ ······ ··-··· ·· · ·· · ··· 10.12 2.02 
············ ••····•·· ············· ····· •··· 79.00 5.26 
·· · ········· ········ - 4.60 .41 ············ ······-·· 
·· ·········· ··· · ···· · ...•........ •·······• 117.00 23.40 

270. 00 2. 45 884. 57 8. 04 .................... -
·· ·· ··· ····· ······ ··· 15.00 .50 20.41 .68 

·::::::::::: :·::::::: ::::····:::: ····· :: :: ··-···2.B:so· ---·i:ss· 
: . . . . . . . . . . . . : . . . . . . . .. 56. 25 ... : 3. 13 . . . • • . . . . . . . . ....•... 

:::::::::::: ::::::::: 1gJg l:gg ······is:15· ·-·-2:53· 
············ · ·· ······ 1. 67 .11 ...•............•.... 
············ ···· ····· .83 .12 ··········•·• ····•·•·• 
:: : : : : : ::::: : : : : : :: : : · · · · · · · s:oo· · · · ·· :4a.· · · ·· · · 28:00· · ·· · 2:00· 
::::::i6.:~: ::::~:~: ······-~:~· ····~:~- :::::::::::: ::::::::: 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4. 67 . 6~ .•. .. - - - . . . . . ...•.... 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 16. 53 1. 27 . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... - .... 

· · · · · · io: oo· · .. io:oo· · · · · · ·· ·: 21· -- .. -.- 21· · ·· · · ·· i:is· --.-- i:is· 
·•·········. ····•···· 8. 75 1.25 ....••.........•..... 
.•. ... ... ... . .. .. .... .•.... ... . . . . .. .• ... . 5.00 2. 00 

······oo:oo· --··i:25· 35·~ • ~ ••·•••·••••• ···••·••• 
........ .. .. ......... 4:oo 1:00 ·· ·· · ··7:20· · ··Tso· 
:: ::: : : :: : : : : : ::: :: : : 

15:~ 1:'ti ... .... 8."33 ..... i."67" 
········ ···· · ········ ············ •········ 13.05 4.35 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4. 20 1. 40 36. 00 12. 00 
• . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . 30·. 00 3. 00 30. 00 3. 00 

20. 00 5. 71 1. 40 . 40 .................... . 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 14. 64 . 67 26. 18 1. 19 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 45. 20 6. 45 .................... . 

846. 00 2. 00 Under XX. . . . . . . . . . S20. 00 1. 23 

· · · · · ioo: oo · · · · · i oo · 

4.50 
5.00 
6.00 

3. 75 
120.00 

.75 
11.93 

1.50 ·•· •· ····· ·· ....••••. 
1.66 ...........•.•..••••• 
1.00 ............ ········-

U& ·· ··· iso:oo .. ···a:oo· 
.09 20.00 ' 2.50 
• 53 73. 58 3. 'n 

3, 790.57 

19,958. 63 
20,819.50 

531. 00 

2,039.31 
3,307. 40 

948.00 

371.55 
816.00 

2,433. 74 

1,001.35 

1,047.00 

l,960.50 
I, 571. 85 
6,506. 84 

347. 69 
920. 00 
320.00 

355.00 
4,646.00 

861.51 

152.00 

491.55 
. 739.55 

649. 00 
11,453.96 

582.80 
570.55 

1,483.65 
870.15 

1,399.10 
415. 73 
202.50 

41J.50 
526.00 

1,009.65 
396.00 

1,010.00 
959. 75 
619. 76 

1, 703. 00 
1,026. 70 

788. 07 
l!il,281.13 
3,281. 94 
1,254.60 

876. 94 
2,834.63 
6,680.50 

559. 41 
993.33 
789. 23 

t;Ol7.00 
1,666.16 
1,394.07 

843. 26 
322. 25 
672.08 

2,042.06 
801.~ 
90.04 

422.17 
282.50 
211. 06 

4,486.51 
575. 80 

1,375.50 
767.33 
315. 63 
280.80 

1,321. 00 
211.51 

3,283. 20 
l,693. 55 

61,180.00 

350.11 
370.00 
515.50 
58. 73 

202. 27 
4,548.30 

908. 75 
4,187.55 

398.00 

94. 76 

142.58 
95.07 

106.20 

76.95 
165.37 
94.80 

74.31 
81.60 

121. 69 

71.52 

104. 70 

150. 63 
174. 65 
54.22 
86.92 
92.00 
64.00 

71.00 
66.36 
95. 72 

76.00 

109. 23 
134.46 
81.12 

114.55 
116.56 
11.:n 
82.44 
72.51 
93.26 
92.38 
40.50 

82.50 
105.20 
112.19 
99.00 

112.22 
191. 95 
123.94 
113.51 
93.33 

157. 61 
175.28 
109.40 
104.53 
87.69 

151.49 
190.87 
93.24 
66.22 

109.62 
96.86 

119. 02 
63. 39 

140.55 
128.90 
96.02 

157.00 
100.15 
90.04 
60.31 

113.00 
105.53 
93.47 

143.95 
91. 70 

153.47 
105. 21 
93.60 

132.10 
60.43 

149.24 
241. 92 
144. 97 

116. 70 
123.31 
137.47 
29.36 

67.43 
90.96 

113.59 
186.11 
99.50 

4, 028. 68 100. 72 

18,995.00 
24,131. 89 

170.00 

1,496.93 
2,088. 22 
1,550. 00 

295.00 
1,230. 00 

1,969. 72 

1,637.65 

426.00 

1,173.00 
802. 00 

6, 723.16 
328. 88 
452. 50 
306. 00 

296.00 
3,320.40 

468.10 

82.50 

156. 95 
313. 75 
374.00 

13,169. 58 
380.00 
271. 20 

675. 70 
971. 20 

1,425. 00 
238.65 
334.00 

250.00 
474.10 
739.10 
340.00 
605.00 
2-63.50 
335. 51 

1, 755.00 
475.65 
471.00 

16,915.00 
2, 249.54 

796.00 
617.35 

1, 160.62 
1,467.50 

456.48 
1,085. 00 

336.30 
1,035.00 

854. 92 
850.00 
270.00 
145.00 
564. 65 

1,081.89 
648.32 
76.60 

484.30 
180. 60 
181. 00 

3,179.54 
190.30 

1,212. 25 
302. 75 
226.11 
195. 85 
476. 40 
276.12 

1,344. 98 
1, 116. 75 

31, 795.00 

170.33 
287.00 
345.60 
175.00 

208.15 
5,839. 70 

455.00 
1,508.04 

246.00 

135.68 
110.19 
34.00 

56.48 
104.42 
155.00 

59.00 
123.00 

98.49 

116. 97 

42.60 

90.21 
89.11 
56.03 
82.22 
45. 25 
61. 20 

59.20 
47.43 
52.02 

41.25 

34.85 
57.05 
46. 75 

131. 69 
76.00 
33.90 

37.53 
80.93 
95.00 
53.04 
66.80 

50.00 
94.82 
82.13 
85.00 
67.20 
52. 70 
67.10 

117.00 
43.24 
94.20 

153. 76 
74.98 
66.32 
61. 73 
64.48 
41. 93 
76.08 
72.33 
46. 71 
98.55 
61.07 
38.64 
45.00 
68.00 
80.67 
83.22 
81.04 
76.60 
69.18 
72.24 
90.50 
66.21 
47.58 
80.80 
60.35 
75.37 
65. 28 
47.64 
78.89 
61.13 

159.53 
75.34 

56. 77 
95.65 
92.15 
87.50 

69.39 
116. 79 
56.89 
67.02 
61.50 

7,819.25 195.48 No cost to water; no 
repairs nor insur· 
ance. 

38,953.63 
44,951.39 

701. 00 

3,536.24 
5,395. 62 
~,498.00 

666.55 
2,046.00 

4,403.46 

2,639.00 

1,473.00 

3, 133. 50 
2,373. 85 

13,230. 00 
676. 57 

1,372. 50 
626. 00 

651. 00 
7,966. 40 
1,329.61 

234.50 

648.50 
1,053.30 
1,023.00 

24,623. 54 
962. 80 
841. 75 

2, 159.35 
1,841.35 
2,824.10 

654.38 
536.50 

662.50 
1,000.10 
1, 748. 75 

736.00 
1,615.00 
1,223.25 

955.27 
3,458.00 
1,502.35 
1,259.07 

36, 196.13 
5,531.48 
2,050.60 
1,494. 29 
=!, 995. 25 
8,148.00 
1,015. 89 
2,078.33 
1, 125.53 
2,052.00 
2,521.08 
2,244.07 

1,~~:~ 
1,236. 73 
3, 123. 95 
1,449.52 

166.64 
906.47 
463.10 
392.06 

7,666.05 
766.10 

2,587. 75 
1,070. 08 

541. 74 
476. 65 

1, 797. 40 
487. 63 

4,628.18 
2,810.30 

92,975.00 

520.44 
657.00 
861. 10 
233. 73 

410.42 
10,388. ()() 
1,363. 75 
5,695.59 

644.00 

278. 24 
205.26 
140.20 

133.43 
269. 79 
249. 80 

133.31 
204.60 

220.18 

188.49 

147.30 

240. 84 
263. 76 
110. 25 
169.14 
137.25 
12.5. 2j) 

130. 20 
113. 79 

No fumigation.,repairs, 
nor insurance. 

No fumigation nor 
water cost. 

Do. 
No repairs nor in

surance. 
M. & L. (material and 

labor). 
No fumigation nor 

water cost. 
No repairs nor in· 
. 2urance. 

No repairs 
suran.ce. 

Do. 

nor in-

147. 74 No fumigation nor in-
surance. 

117. 25 No fumigation nor re
144.08 
191. 51 
127.87 

~~:~ 
105. 21 

119.97 
153.44 
188. 26 
145. 42 

pairs • 

No repairs. 

No fumigation nor re
pairs. 

Do. 

1-07. 3Q Small amount of fer· 
tilizer. 

1-32.50 
200.02 
194.32 
184.00 
179.42 
244.65 
191. 04 II under I. 
230.51 
136. 57 
251.81 
329.04 
184.38 
170.85 
149.42 
221.97 
232. 80 IV includes XIV. 
169.32 
138.55 
156. 33 
195. 41 
180.09 
102. 03 No fumigation. 
185.SS 
.186. 90 Total fertilizer under I. 
176.69 
240.31 
181.19 
166.64 
129.49 
185. 24 
196.03 
159.68 
191.53 
172.50 
214.02 
180.58 
158.88 
179. 74 R. Work hired. 
139.32 
210.37 
401.45 
220. 31 II and XVII under I. 

173.47 
218. 96 
229. 62 
116. 86 

136.82 
207. 75 
170.48 
253.13 
161. 00 

Labor included in 
VIII. 

No fumigation, re
pairs, insurance, etc. 

Includes II. 
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TABL"El IL-Cultural cost of mate1'ials reqtiired in producing leniotis on 143 ranches in California in 1910-Continued. 

VIII. IX. x. 
No. Acres. Incidental. Frost protecticm. Insurance premium. 

Total materials. Labor. Materials and labor. 

Total. Per acre. Total. Pe- acre. Total. Per acre. Total. Per acre. Total. Per acre. Total. Per acre. 

91 
92 
93 
94 
67 
78 
95 
97 
96 
99 

103 
102 
105 
104 
106 

107 
98 

108 
109 

3 
· 110 

63 
111 
112 
100 
113 
114 

· 115 
116 
117 
118 

·119 
120 
121 
122 
157 
124 
125 
126 
26 

128 
129 
130 
131 
132 

9 
8 

19 
5.5 

10 
164 
13.5 
14 
10 
3 

30 
9 
3. 75 

21 
7 

4 
6 

17 
17 

$7.50 
8.00 

i().83 
1. 00 

$20.00 
24.00 
47.50 

$2.22 
3.00 
2.50 

... . . ... . . . . . ... ..... 5. 00 . 91 ..... .. . ............ . 

. . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1. 20 . 12 3. 33 . 33 
$478. 88 $2. 92 168. 92 1. 03 .•... -~ ..... 

············ ......... ············ ..... .. .. 40.00 2.96 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . • . . . • . 46 . 05 23. 64 2. 36 
4. 50 1. 50 1. 65 . 55 . . . . . . . . . . . . . ...•.... 

. .. ... . ... .. ... . . .. . . 21.30 . 71 ........... . 

.. . ....... .. ... .... .. 5.63 .63 19.13 2.12 

. - - • - .... - . - . - .. - . - - .... - . - - ... - .. - .. - . . . . 9. 00 2. 40 
24.84 

.95 

. 79 
42.50 

1.18 
.14 

.13 
2.50 

13.13 1. 88 

12.00 
16. 20 
42.50 

3.00 
2. 70 
2.50 

Sl,237. 50 
654.00 

2,474. 75 
955.00 

1,016. 93 
18,036. 72 
1, 563. 00 
1,005. 22 
1, 106. 23 

437.10 
3,407.18 
1, 179. 76 

236.52 
1, 425. 77 

551. 96 

569. 99 
464. 64 

2,320.00 
3,186.13 

Sl37. 50 
81. 75 

130. 25 
173.64 
101. 68 
109.98 
115. 77 
71. 79 

110. 62 
145. 70 
113.58 
131. 08 
63.07 
67.88 
78.86 

142.50 
77.44 

136. 47 
187.42 

$1,475. 00 
700.00 

1,286.30 
335.50 
481. 99 

15, 714. 48 
1,272. 50 

571. 55 
638. 28 
129. 05 

2,618.00 
516. 78 
199.12 

1,464.47 
227.50 

359. 25 
225. 35 

1, 591.11 
1,458. 00 

$163. 86 
87.50 
67. 70 
61.00 
48.19 
95.82 
94.23 
40.81 
63.83 
43.02 
87.27 
57.42 
53.09 
69. 74 
32.50 

89.81 
37.56 
93.59 
85. 76 

3.6 :::::::::::: ::::::::: ········:43· ··-·-:i2· :::::::::::: ::::::::: ·····.sio:oi· .. iii:6i>" ..... 27i:oo· ···15:21· 
22 .....•.•........•... - 15. 36 . 70 . -....... - ... - . . • . . . . 1, 785. 46 81. 16 1, 280. 00 58.19 
3.! ·········-··········· 2.35 .70 2.35 .70 309.17 92.74 390.00 117.00 
6 .. - ................... - - ... - .. - . - ... - . . . . . 12. 60 2. 10 691. 26 115. 21 355. 21 59. 20 

70 466.70 6.67 ............ --·--·-·· ·······-···· ········· 9,880.85 141.16 6,527.61 93.25 
6 ...................• - . 78 . 13 ............. - . . . . . . . 868. 26 144. 71 528. 09 88. 01 
3. 5 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 64 .18 ......•..•.. -· .•• . .. . 482. 56 137. 87 377. 90 107. 98 
2 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1. 00 . 5') •.•• - • • • • • • . • . • • • . • • . 151. 00 75. 50 92. 60 46. 30 
2.5 . 10.00 . 4.00 1.60 .64 .. ......... , ·· ··-···· 231.66 92.66 121.75 48.70 
2 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1. 60 . 80 ....... - . . . . . . . . . . . . . 262. 00 131. 00 130. 00 65. 00 

~ : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : · · · · · · · i 4o - . 48 .. _ .... ~ ~ ~ ...•. :·. ~~. ~~u~ ~~: ~~ ill:~ ~b: ~~ 
6 ·······-···· ········· 10.00 1.67 10.00 1.67 574.00 95.67 367.00 61.17 

10 ... _........ . . . . . . . . . 8. 66 . 86 ........ - . - .. - . . . . . . • 1, 069. 66 lOo. 96 697. 00 69. 70 
5 .• - •. - . . . . . . . . . • • . • . . 6. 92 1. 38 40. 00 8. 00 545. 27 109. 03 323. 34 64. 66 

10 . - . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 92 • 09 66. 67 6. 67 1, 136. 76 113. 68 475. 05 47. 50 
19 42. 00 2. 21 14. 00 • 75 ....••.......... - ... - 3, 210. 00 168. 95 1, 284. 50 67. 60 
18 24.00 1.33 4.50 .25 43.00 2.39 1,961.60 108.96 l,117.50 62.06 
3 ..... - . ----- ...... - . . 3. 75 1. 25 6. 00 2. 00 266. 50 88. 83 278. 25 92. 75 
9. 25 • • .• - • - . .. . • • . . . . . . 92. 50 10. 00 304. 95 32. 75 580. 97 62. 80 
9 ·····40:00····4.44 19.85 2.20 37.50 4.17 1,008.40 112.02 492.60 54.72 

16 (1) . (1) (1) 
a :::::::::::: ::::::::: ---·--·i.-so· .60 :::::::::::: ··-·····- 669.60 223.20 262. 10 
9 - . . . . . . . . . 16. 35 1. 81 1,001. 05 Ill. 20 825. 75 
6 : • : : : : : : : : : : : - : : : : : : : 13."86. 2. 31 . - ......•. -.. - . . • . . . • 898. 76 149. 79 439. 90 

87.55 
91. 73 
73.32 

133 3 37.29 12.43 :63 .21 6.00 2.00 2-53.16 
757. 75 

4,5.19.12 
381. 99 
230.61 

26,525.17 

84.39 291. 64 
330. 50 

6,243.80 
274.00 
285.37 

97.20 
62.96 134 5. 25 . - ......... - . . . . . . . . . 6. 00 1.14 20. 00 3. 81 

· 86 54 22. 67 . 42 138. 50 2. li6 . -•..••... - . . ....•. - . 
. 135 4. 5 25.00 5.55 -·-··-·····- ·-· 9.00 2.00 

136 3. 5 . 75. 00 21. 42 1. 09 • 31 9. 34 2. 67 
62 418 . - ........... - - . . . . . . 521. 50 1. 25 ••••••• - • - •• 

151 10 
152 10 : : : : : : : :: : : : :: : :: : : :: · -·- · · i9.' os· 1. 90 a~:~ 3:~~ 
153 6 . - ... - .. - . . . . •..•.. - . • 65 • 11 13. 50 2. 25 
154 2 ·····-······ ·······-- .57 .28 -··-·····--· ··-·--··· 

29 9 
155 9. 75 : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : . -.. -.. 3: 65 .. -.. -.-37 ..... --24: 37. 2. 50 
156 15 18. 33 1. 22 133. 33 8. 89 

Total 3, 658. 4 

508.85 
1,114.69 

902. 20 
219.29 

1,316.00 
1, 768. 30 
1,911.00 

376,403.98 

144.34 
84.00 
84.87 
65.89 
63.45 
50.88 

111. 46 
150.37 
109.M 
146. 22 
181. 36 
127.40 

34,813. 44 
354.90 
883.34 
634. 83 
112. 00 
528.05 

1,303.35 
1,335.00 

320,296.35 

. 115.63 
60.88 
81. 54 
83.26 
35.49 
88.34 

105. 80 
li6.00 
58.67 

133.67 
89.00 

$2, 712. 50 
1,354.00 
3, 761. 05 
1,290. 50 
1, 498. 92 

33, 751. 20 
2,835. 50 
1,576. 77 
1, 744. 51 

566.15 
6,025.18 
1,696.54 

435. 64 
2,890. 24 

779.46 

929. 24 
689.99 

3,911.11 
4,644.13 

20,514 .. 43 
781.01 

3,065.46 
699.17 

1,046.47 
16,408.46 
1,396.35 

860. 46 
243. 60 
35.1. 41 
392.00 
578.12 
957.10 
941. 00 

1, 766.66 
858.61 

1, 611. 81 
4,494.50 " 
3,079.10 

544. 75 
885.92 

1, 501. 00 
4,04.2.50 

932.30 
1,826.80 
1,338. 66 

544. 80 
1,088. 25 

10, 782. 92 
655. 99 
515. 98 

61,338.61 
863. 75 

1,998.03 
1,5.17.03 

331. 29 
1,844.05 
3,071.65 
3,246. 00 

721,257. 26 

$301. 36 
169. 25 
197. 95 
234. 64 
149. 87 
205.80 
210.00 
112.60 
174.45 
188. 72 
200.85 
188.50 
116.16 
137.62 
111.36 

232. 31 
115.00 
230.06 
273.18 
113. 97 
216. 93 
139. 35 
209. 74 
174. 41 
234.41 
232. 72 
245.85 
121.80 
141.36 
196.00 
192. 70 
191. 42 
156.84 
176.66 
173.69 
161.18 
236. 55 
171. 02 
181. 58 
95.55 

166.U 
252. 65 
310. 75 
202. 93 
223.11 

181. 59 
207.30 
199. 68 
145. 75 
147.43 
146. 71 
86.37 

199.80 
256.17 
165.M 
204. 89 
315.03 
216. 40 

(1) 

I Average cost per acre: Materials, $108.71; labor, $92.51. Total average cost per acre, labor and materials, $197.15. 

Remarks. 

V includes team hire. 

No fumigation. · 

No fumigation. 
II includes XVII; V 

includes team hire. 

No fumigation. 

Totals only. 

Vi ncludes team hire. 

No: umigation. 

Taxes high. Ranch 
in residence section 
near L.A. 

Team hire under V. 

THE YTELD OF LEMONS IN CALIFORNIA. 

Table III, following, shows the average annual yield of lemons per 
acre from Hl06-7 to 1910-11 on the acreage of the principal lemon 
shippers and associations in California. The record includes prac
tically every important lemon-growing section in California and nearly 
every large lemon planting of bearing age in the State. It covers not 

less than 700 groves. Tlie average yield for the five-year period is 
196.2 packed boxes per acre, making an average annual cultural cost 
of producing the fruit in the field of $1 per packed box. 

These data do not include depreciation on the groves, buildings, 
stock, machinery, tools, irrigation plant, or other equipment. or inter
est on the investment. The investment represents about $1,000 per · 
acre. The investment in equipment per acre represents about $6(\ 

Association or individual account. 

No. 2.: ........................... . 
No. 3 .............................• 
No. 6 ..• · ...........••••••...•••••.. 
No. 8 ....................•.•••.••.• 
No.12 ....................•......•.. 
No.14 ..•.•..................•...••• 
No.16 ...........................••• 
1\o.18 ..•..................•....••.• 
No.29 ....................•....•...• 
1\o.31. .............•.•.••....••••.• 
No.32 ....•..........•.•••....•. .. .. 
No. 36 .......•.......•.•......•..•.. 
No.37 .................•••....••.... 
Ko.38 .................•••....••.... 
N<.>.39 • .... ...........•• ........••.. 

TABLE III.-The yield of lemons per acre, 1906-'1 to 1910-11, inclusive. 

1910-11 1909-10 1908-9 1907-8 1906-7 

Acreage. Shipments. .A.cre·age. Shipments. Acreage. Shipments. Acreage. Shipments. Acreage. Shipments. 

30 
120 
437 
140 
195 
119 
85 

675 
100 
200 

1 
188.9 
832 
180 
407 

Boxes. 
4 485 

32:229 
72,500 
20,871 
29,474 
29,625 
15,527 

109,203 
13,200 
17,317 

100 
44,654 

216,522 
24,236 
68,000 

30 
120 
302 
140 
168 
114 
93 

104 
100 
80 

Boxes. 
6,402 

28,842 
57, 944 
20,815 
14,073 
25, 192 
8, 744 

25,376 
6,800 
6, 792 

30 
120 
191. 
140 
186 
114 

Boxes. 
6,077 

29, 786 
25,596 
28,350 
21,315 
24,084 

30 
120 

Boxes. 
3,195 

30,477 
30 

120 

Boxes. 
5, 32 

23,237 

...... ii6 · · · · · · · · · ·28; i11 · · · · -· · ioi · · · · · · · -· · 24;.1i6. · · · · · · · 11 · · · · · · · · · -·i · :ros 
~ ~~ ™ ~~ ™ ~~ 
45 2, 827 .......... - - .••...................•................. 

-- · · .. iso:i" · · · · · · · 46; 465 · · · · ·' · iso:i · · · ~ · · -· 56; si~ · · · · · · · iso.'i · · -· · · · · 44; 6i3 · · · · · .. i.50.'i · · · · · · · · · a<i: 020 
800 176,587 . 760 204,716 710 150,719 650 94,469 
180 13, 599 180 23, 585 180 32, 830 180 29, 621 
380 36, 637 400 57' 649 410 64, 415 375 39, 332 
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T.ABLE III.-The yield of lemons per acre, 1906-7 to 1910-11, inclusive-Continued. 

1910-11 1909-10 1908-9 1907~ 1906-7 

,Associat ion or individual account. 
Acreage. Shipments. Acreage. Shipments. Acreage. Shipments. Acreage. Shipments. Acreage. Shipments. 

No. 40 . ..•••••.•••••••••••••••.••••• 
No. 43 . .••..••••••.•.•••••••••..•••. 
No. 44 ..•....•.••.•....•••.•....•... 
No. 47 ..••.......•..••••••.••.•.•.•. 
No. 48 . .....••..••..••••••••.••••... 
No. 58 •• ••••.••••••••••••••.••• •• ••• 
No. 59 ...•.•....••.•••••••••••••••.• 
No. 00 ..••••• •. ••••• •••••••••••••• •• 
No. 61. .••.•.•••••.••••••••••••.•••• 
No. 62 .••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
No. 63 . .••.• •....•••••••••••.. •• .•.• 
No. 64 ...•••• ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
No. 63 • ••• ••• •••••••••••••••••••• -•• • 
No. 66 ...••.••••.••. ..•••••• ••. .••.• 

300 
211 
141. 5 
110 
238 
30 
15 
42 

344 
213 
110 
200 
418 
55 

Boxes. 
75,271 
30,253 
35,866 
31, 943 

109,033 
4,816 
2,3 2 

19,466 
60,000 
72,189 
11,424 
40,569 
94,387 
10, 752 

300 
Boxes. 

114, 767 . 300 
Boxes. 

104,528 300 
Boxes. 

79,046 300 
Boza. 

68,506 

· · .... i29 · · · · · · · · · · 28; 575· · · · · · · i46 .. · · · · · · · ·35;366 · · · · · · ·i45:S · · · · · · · · 22; 473 · · · · · · · iM.. 5 · · · · · · · · · i(oii 
m ~m ill ~m ill ~m m ~~ 

· · · · · · · 3o · · · · · · · · · · · i; 252 · · ·· · · · · 3o · · · · · · · · · · ·1 ;98i · · · · · · · ·30·· · · · · · · · · · 4; 690 · · ·· · · ·· io · · · · · · · · · · · · ·· £~ 
. ...... 42 .......... ·9; 930 ...... ··42 .......... i5; 263 ....... ·42·-- ....... ii; 4.03 ........ 54 ........... ii; 48t 

3W 38,461 34.0 55,538 330 47,017 350 39,552 
213 61, 919 370 109, 354 390 68, 451 375 52, 081 

·-··- ·!~--- -----~f Mr ··-··-~r ····----~~;~·::::::ii~::::::::::~~;~~~: ::::::~i~::: ::::::::i~.:~~ 
l~~~~-1-~~~~-1-~~~-1-~~~~-1-~~~~1:-~~~--1~~~~-1-~~~~-1-~~~-1·~~~~-

895, 762 4, 563. 1 Total......................... G, 137. 4 
Average boxes per acre ...........•............ 
Five-year average, boxes per acre ••........•.... 

1, 296,294 
211. 2 
196.2 

4,568.1 

TIIE COST OF HANDLING THE LE'liO~S FRO:\I THE TREE TO THE CAR IN 
CALIFORNIA. 

Table IV following shows the cost of handling 1,391,711 boxes of 
lemons from the tree to the car in 1910-11, including the cost of 
picking the cost of hauling to the p.acking house, and the cost of 
packin,; the fruit including the loading on the car. These costs aver
age 0~888 per packed box, making the f. o. b. cost of a box of Cali
fornia lemons approximately $1.89. 
TABLE rv.-The cost of handling lemons per packed bo:o from the tree 

t-0 the car, Beason 1910-11. 

Boxes Oost of Cost of Cost of Total. Account. shipped. picking. hauling. packing. 

' 
Number. Cents. Cents. Cent8. Cml8. 

No.4 .•••••••.••••••. 31, 781 28.5 1.5 59.8 89.8 
No. ·6 .•••••••.•••••.. 4,149 30 3 50 83 
No.8 ••••••••• ~-····· 72,500 25 7 60 92 
No.10 .••••••••••.•.. 60,627 20 3.5 52 75.5 
No.11 •••••••..••.••. 49,200 25 3 60 88 
No.12b •• ~ ----······· 72, 189 29.4 3 67 99.4 
No.14 •••••••••••••.. 20,871 26 5 55 86 
No.20 .•••••••••••.•. 15,527 22.2 4 75 101.2 
No. 25 ••••••••••••... 109,203 22 5 65 92 
No.36 .•••••••••••••• 13,200 20 2 50 72 
No.39 ..••••••••••.•. 17,317 30 4.5 57 91.5 
No. 45 .•••••••••••••• 216,522 25 5 58.08 88.08 
No. 46 .•••••••••..••. 68,000 30 4 65 99 
No. 48 .•••••••••.••.. 75,271 31. 76 3 66.3 101.06 
No. 51 .••••••••••..•. :ro, 253 25 5 68. 7 98. 7 
No.52 ..••••.•..•..•. 35,866 25 7 63.6 95.6 
No.56 ..•••••• •• ...•. 22.2 2.5 79 103. 7 

1, 008, 052 3, 756. 6 
196. l .... ....... . 220. 9 ··········•· 

702, 929 ~. 603. 6 
187.1 . ··•••••••·· 

537,4.M 
149.1 

ber, including approximately 700 groves; number of boxes ot 
lemons shipped, and in separate columns the cost of picking, 
hauling, and packing per box, followed by the total for the en
tire shipment for each item of expense. Then the average per 
box for each item of expense is given, and the total per box for 
all. This table shows the average cost of cal'ing for the fruit 
from the field where it is grown to the car in which it is packed 
for shipment as I have described the process, taking these 
several associations, to be 88.8 cents per box. The fruit of these 
associations is usually harvested, not by the grower, but by 
trained gangs of labor in the employ of the association to which 
he belongs. The association also picks the fruit. The figures 
given in the table above are comprehensive and exact, except 
the. cost of hauling, which, in a few cases, has been conserva· 
tively estimated. 

The table is as follows : 
Cost of handling lemons, per packed box, from the tree to the car, 

season 1910-11. 

Account. Boxes Cost of Cost of Cost of Total. shipped. picking. hauling. packing 

Cents. Cents. Cents. Cents. 
No.4 ..•.•.••••••••. 31, 781 28.5 1.5 59.8 89.8 
No.6 •.••....•••••.• 4,149 30 3 50 83 
No.8 ......•...•.... 72,500 25 7 00 92 
No.10 .•••.•••••... . tiO 627 20 3.5 52 31,943 

No.57 .••••••.•.•.... 114,902 23 3 53. 75 79. 75 
75.5 

No.11. .•.•.•....... 49: 200 25 3 60 88 
No.64 ..•••••••. ... .. 40,569 29.6 3 65.8 98.4 
No.65 ....•••••....•. 94,387 21. 6 2.61 53.3 77. 51 
No.66 ..•••••..••.•.. 145, 460 27.8 . 3.5 51 82.3 
No.69 .••••.•........ 47, 738 24 4 62 90 
No.71 .••••.......... 24,236 17 2 54.5 73.5 

Total or average .. 1,391, 711 25.3 3.9 59.6 88.8 

SUllIMARY OF THE COST OF PRODUCING LEMONS IN CALIFORNIA, INCLUD· 
ING TRANSPORTATION .A...'{D MARKETING CHARGES. 

Per box. 
Cultural costs------------------------------------------- ~1. 00 
Cost of picking, battling, and packing_______________________ . 888 
Cost of fre.Ight------------------------------------------- . 84 
Average cost of refrigeration, 1909-1911------------------- • 026 
Average cost of selling____________________________________ . 070 

Total cost laid down in the market___________________ 2. 824 
The average number -of lemons per box is 27~ dozen. The average 

wholesale cost of California lemons laid down in the markets oi the 
United States, based on the cost of pr<>duction, cost of transportation, 
and cost of selling, is 10! cents per dozen. 

THE CITRUS PROTECTIVE LEAGUE OF CALIFORNIA, 
G. HAROLD POWELL, 

Secretary an<J Manager. 

It will be noticed that the table showing the cost of the 
sm·eral orchards cif the San Diego Fruit Co. shows a less cost 
per acre. This results, in part, from the fact -0f its small charge 
for water, and that some items of cost included in this larger 
and more comprehensive taM-e are entirely omitted. 

COST OF PICKING, CURING, AND PACKING. 

l\fr. President. the tables previously submitted have given the 
cost of preparing the land, planting the trees, and the care and 
cultivation of the orchard. I desire now to take up the cost of 
_picking, hauling, and packing the fruit ready for shipment to 
market. This is demonstrated by tables made up from actual 
experience, as in the case of the tables previously submitted. I 
am about to call to the attention of the Senate a table giving 
:the nu~bers of the associations, taken as evidence, 23 in num-

No.12b .•••••• • ..•. 72, 189 29.4 3 61 99.4 
No.14 ..•.•••....... 20,871 26 5 55 86 
No. 20 .•.•.•...•...• 15,527 22.2 • 75 101.2 
No. 25 ...•••••...... 109, 203 22 5 65 92 
No. 36 .••••.•.•..••. 13, 200 20 2 50 72 
No.39 ............... 17,317 30 ~.5 57 91.5 
No.45 •••••.•.•••.•• 216,522 25 58.08 83.08 
No.4e ..••..•.•••.•. 68,000 30 4 65 99 
No.48 ..••.•••...•. . 75,271 31. 76 3 66.3 101.06 
No.51. ••••.•.•..... 30,253 25 5 68. 7 98. 7 
No.52 ..•...•.••.••. 35,866 25 7 63.6 95.6 
No.56 •. •.•.•.... ... 31,943 22.2 2.5 7!) 103. 7 
No. 57 ••••......•••. 114,902 23 3 53. 75 79.75 
No.64 ..........•... 40,5fi9 29.6 3 65.8 98.4 
No.65 .•......•..... 94,387 21.6 2.61 53.3 77.51 
No.66 ..••....•.••.. 145,460 27.8 3.5 51 82.3 
No.69 ••.••.•...•... 47, 738 24 " 62 90 
No. 71 .•.••.•.•.•... 24,236 17 2 54.5 73.5 

Total.. ....... 1,391, 711 ........................ ......................... ....... ................ .. ...................... 
Av~rage ............ ............................ 25.3 3.9 59.6 88.8 

TOTAL COST OF PRODUCTION. 

I have endeavored in what I have already said to inform the 
Senate of the actual cost of producing lemons from the prepara
tion of the ground for the trees to the loading of the boxes of 
fruit packed for use on the cars ready for shipment, segregat
ing the items. In some of the· tables the cost per acre has been 
given. But as the tariff on lemons is levied by the pound I 
ha-\e had the expenses in each case reduced to boxes, which 
contain 72 pounds of fruit each, and had them brought to~ 
gether in such a way as to show the actual cost of the fruit 
to the producer on the car ready. to be transported to market 
The average cultural cost per acre on 143 groves covering 3,6i'.J8.4 
acres is $197.15. The average yield per acre as shown here
after is 196.2 boxes, making the average cultural cost per box 
approximately $1. The average cost of handling from the tree 
to the car is 88.8 cents per box, making a total cost of about 
$1.888 per box on board car. 
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~OST OF TRA:N"SPORTATIO~. 

This leaves us still to consider the cost of transportation to 
market. This at the present time must be by rail and not by 
water and is easily ascertained. The freight to all points from 
Salt Lake City east, except to the southeastern territory, 3;nd 
therefore in the markets where chiefly the home product10n 
comes in competition with foreign fruit, was, as fixed by the 
railroads, $1 per hundredweight. After the tariff rate on lem~ns 
was increased by the tariff law of 1909, the railroad comparu~s 
advanced the rate from $1 per hundredweight to $1.15. This 
increase was contested by the growers, before the Interstate 
Commerce Commission as unreasonable. Pending the hearing 
and decision of this qu~stion, as a result of an injun~tion _issued 
by the United States Circuit Court in southern Califorrua, ~-e 
full rate of $1.15 has been paid during the pending of the htl
gation, but the extra 15 cents was deposited with a trust com
pany to be held until the legality of the $1.15 rate was finally 
determined. It will then be paid either to the railroad com
panies or back to the growers, in conformity to the decision. 

The Interstate Commerce Commission a_ecided, in favor of the 
growers, that the increased rate was unreasoi;iable. In the 
meantime the new Commerce Court was established, and the 
inatter was appealed to that court and decided agaiµst the ship
pers, reversing the decision of the commission in their fa ~or. on 
technical grounds and referring the case back to the comm1ss10n. 
The case was then retried before the commission, which re
affirmed its original decision, and on a second appeal by the 
railroads to the Commerce Court that court sustained the $1 
rate established by the commission. The case has been. appealed 
to the Supreme Court of the United States. 

The weight of a box of lemons is 84 pounds. Therefore the 
r&te is $1 per hundredweight, or 84 cents per box. Addi~g this 
freight charge to the cost of production, _ as given above, we 
find that it costs the California grower to lay down his lemons 
in New York or any other of the eastern cities $2.728 per box, 
exclusive of refrigeration, which in the last two years bas 
added an a-verage of 2.6 cents per box to the transportation 
charge. From these data it will be seen that the average cost 
of placing a box of lemons on the cars in California is $1.89 ; 
the average transportation charge is 86.6 cents per box; the 
average selling cost is 7 cents per box, making a general whole
sale cost of California lemons in the market of $2.824 per box, 
or at the rate of 10t cents per dozen, an average box containing 
27 ! dozen lemons. 

COST OF PRODUCING AXD SHIPPI~G THE FOREIG~ PRODUCT. 

This brings us to a compa1ison between the cost of produc
tion and shipment in California and in Italy, out chief com
petitor. As I have already said, the cost of producing the for
eign product is more difficult to arrive at, and the data I am 
able to furnish is not as accurate or satisfactory as that given 
of the cost at home. But the main items of cost anu expense 
are easily ascertained, and that alone will enable Senators to 
rnake such comparison as will satisfy them of the necessity for 
::t protecti-ve tariff on our lemons and that the present tariff is 
reasonable and just. 

The information I am about to submit is not in the form of 
mere estimates in respect of the main items of cost and expense. 
It does not come alone from public reports in either the foreign 
country or our own, or both. As I ha-ve already said, the data 
was obtained in large part by personal investigation by a com
vetent and reliable man sent to Italy for . the purpose and made 
on the ground. I submit for the consideration of the Senate 
the following statement, showing such cost and expense from 
information gathered as I have stated, which may be relied 
upon as fairly correct: 

The wages paid to laborers who work in the groves are as fol
lows : Superintendent or custodian, about 56 to 77 cents per day ; 
ordinary laborers, 39 to 58 cents ; women, 19 to 34 cents ; boys, 20 
to il4 cents. 

The wages paid to laborers who work in the packing houses are as 
follows: Foreman, 77 to 97 cents; women graders, 29 to 37 cents; 
men, 58 to 77 cents; boys, 23 to 39 cents; girls, about 23 cents per day. 

The lemon groves are small, varying from a few trees to several 
acres. '.rhe trees are planted very close together, from 9 to 15 feet 
apart, making a large fruit-bearing surface. The groves yield on the 
average about 300 boxes per acre, the variations in commercial or
chards ranging from 246 to 450 boxes. 

The cost of bringing a lemon grove into bearing includes the valirn 
of the land, which may vary from $50 to $200 per acre, including 
water; the cost of preparing the land for planting, which is esti
mated by growers in . the Palermo district to vary from $25 to $75 
per acre; the trees, which are usually grown by the growers, t1ut 
which cost $20. per hundred or less in large quantities when pur
chased, or $32.40 per acre of 162 trees; the cost of planting, which 
varies f1°om $5 to $10 per acre. One of the best-known growers in 
the Palermo djstrict estimates that it costs on the average of 1,500 
lire per hectare to prepare the land, purchase and plant the trees, 
or an equivalent of $117.16 per acre: adding to this the cost of the 
land and water, a planted grove may represent an outlay of $167.16 
to $817.lG per acre. 

· The cost of brlnging the grove into bearing after 1t Is planted 
varies with the method of handling young orchards. Where the land 
is given over entirely to the young trees, the cultural expenses equal 
about one-third the annual average cost of caring for a grove in full 
bearing, or from $10 to $30 per acre. The expense for five years 
would vary from $50 to 150 per acre, and at ei_ght years from 
$80 to $240 per acre, making a grove of five years old cost in total, 
exclusive of taxes, from $217.16 to $467.16 per acre. and at 8 years 
old, when the trees should be in good bearing, from $247.16 to $557.16 
per acre. 

COST OF DOMESTIC PRODUCT A.XO FOREIG~ IMPORTS COMPARED. 

This brings us to a comparison of tile cost of production here 
and abroad. I have submitted this data, the result of much 
labor and painstaking effort, to arrive at the truth, and _ to 
enable those Senators who stand upon the doch·ine of difference 
in cost of production as the basis of fixing tariff rates to act 
intelligently on this question, so important, so vital to one of 
the greatest and most important industries in my State. I 
am asking no fa>ors from any Senator. ~~Y people have no 
right to ask favors when it comes to making laws. What I 
a.sk for is justice and fair dealing. The men who have put 
millions into this industry, many of them having invested in 
it all they have in the world, are entitled to justice. · No Mem
ber of Congress has the right to deny it to them. The ln,w
maker who seeks to use the reduction of he tariff on lemons 
for political or partisan advantage is trifling with his duty 
and bartering away the property rights of the people of my 
State. 

I am not going to leave it open to anyone to say that he is 
not informed on the subject. There is no excuse for one deal
ing in glittering generalities on an important question like this 
when the facts are at hand. The facts that can not be dis
puted show that the difference in the cost of production here 
and abroad is so great that _ to deny this industry protection 
would mean its absolute and speedy ruin, leaving the consumers 
at the mercy of the foreign importers and reducing the reve-
1rnes of the Government more than two millions of dollars a 
year. It proves more than that. It proves that the tariff now 
existing does nothing more than to put the home producer on 
an equal footing with the foreign producer in tQe markets of 
this country, if it does that much. I am presenting. this ques 
tion upon the facts. They must speak for themselves. 

The comparative cost of production in Italy and in this 
country may be fairly stated as follows: 

Calli . Italy (ap-
OI'llla. proximate). 

Cultural cost per box ............................. .. . .. _... Sl. 00 to. 30 
Picking and other grove expenses... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 253 • 14 
Hauling from grove to packing house ............ _... . . . . . . . 039 08 
Packing and loading charges ....... _ . . . . . . . . . . • • . . . . . . . . . . . . 596 . 39 

1-~~~-1-~~~-

Total ................................................ 1.888 .9 

The difference in the cultural and handling costs is approxi 
mately 97.8 cents per box, not considering interest on invest 
ment or depreciation on the buildings, stock, equipment, groves 
or the purchase of equipment. 

COST OF TRAXSPORTATIO~. 

The cost of transportation is another important matter to be 
considered. I have shown that the freight rates to domestic 
growers to all points where their fruit comes in contact with 
the foreign product is 84 cents per box at the rate now m 
force. The net cost to the Italian importer to New York is not 
over 30.4 cents per package of 85 pounds, or 35.8 cents per 
hundredweight. The freight rate, which was recently raised to 
provide a rebate for the shipper to fight the tariff, according to 
a statement furnished by the office of the American consul at 
Palermo, includes a rebate of 6 cents per package to the shippe+ 
whenever the number of boxes is oYer 1,000, also a rebate of 4 
cents since April 1, 1911, for the defense of the Italian lemon 
ti·ade. The freight charges to various cities on imported lemons 
and the difference between the amount charged as between 
foreign and domestic shippers is as follows: 

The freight rate per 100 pounds on imported lemons, based 
on the 30-cents-per-box rate, is 35.8 cents to New York; from 
Palermo to Pittsburgh, Pa., including the ocean and carload 
rates in the United States, "65.8 cents; from Pnlermo to Cincin 
nu ti, Ohio, or Chicago, Ill., 75.8 cents. The rate from California 
to these points is $1 per 100 i1otmd , making a difference of 
64.2, 34.2, and 24.2 cents per 100 11ounrls in filyor of the im 
ported lemons to these ':!ities, respecti".ely. 'Ice difference per 
box in favor of the Italian lemons is to . 'ew York, 53.6 cents 
to Pittsburgh, Pa., 28.1 cents; to Cincinnati, Ohio, · and Chicago 
Ill., 19.6 cents. · 

A more ·complete showing of the cost of transportation wi! 
be found in the following tables. 
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Rail1·oad freight rates on imported oranges and · lemons in the United 

States ft·om ft,.;~ seaports to six interio1· points, 85 po1mds per· box. 

Rates in cents per 100 pounds. 

From- To- Oranges. Lemons. 

Carload. Less than Carload. Less than 
carload. carload. 

New York ......... Pittsburgh, Pa ...... 30 39 30 39 
Cincinnati, Ohio .... 40 57 40 57 
ChicagoBlll .......... 40 65 40 65 
Poplar lufit Mo .... l 83 1128 l 83 1128 
Shreveport, a ...... 75 124 75 124 
Houston, Tex ....... 1132 1223 1132 1223 

Boston ............. Pittsburgh, Pa ...... 30 39 30 39 
Cincinnati, Ohio .... 41 49 38 49 
Chicago, Ill .... .. .... 47 57 38 57 
Poplar Blufft Mo ... . 192 1121 181 1121 
Shreveport, a ..... . 75 124 75 124 
Houston, Tex ...... . 1141 1216 1130 I 216 

Philadelphia •.•.... Pittsburgh, Pa ...... 28 31 28 31 
Cincinnati, Ohio .... 38 49 38 49 
ChicagoB Ill ......... 38 57 38 57 
Poplar lufit Mo .... 181 1120 181 1120 
Shrevepo~ a .. . ... 75 124 75 124 
Houston, ex . .... .. 1130 1216 1130 1216 

Baltimore .......... Pittsburgh, Pa ...... 27 33 27 33 
Cincinnati, Ohio .... 37 49 37 49 
ChicagoBlll . .... .... 37 57 37 57 
Poplar lufit Mo .... 180 1120 180 1120 
Shrevepor~ a ...... 75 124 75 124 
Houston, ex ....... 1129 1215 1129 1 215 

New Orleans ....... Pittsburgh, Pa ...... 50 90 50 90 
Cincinnati, Ohio .... 44 83 44 83 
Chicago:h Ill. ......... 47 90 47 90 
Poplar lufft Mo .... 163 194 163 194 
Shreveport, a ...... 25 60 2-5 60 
Houston, Tex ....... 131 21l 13i 21~ 

1 Combination based on St. Louis. 
According to data received from the Interstate Commerce Commis

sion, October 11, 1911, foreign lemons are shipped from New York, 
Brooklyn, or Jersey City to western points in carload lots of a mini
mum weight of 20,000 pounds, the packages measuring 27 by 14 by 13 
inches in diameter and estimated to weight 85 pounds per box. The. 
hall boxes measure 27 by 14 by 6} inches and are estimated to weigh 
45 pounds per half box. · 

'l'he freight rate on lemons from California to the five points men
tioned above is $1 per hundredweight in carlond lots of 26,200 pounds 
minimum weight, or of 33,000 pounds in collapsible bunker cars, with 
the bunkers thrown up. The lemons are shipped at an estimated 
weight of 84 pounds per box. 

The table following shows the rate per hundred pounds and 
per box on lemons in carload quantities from Italy, and from 
California to New York, Pittsburgh, Cincinnati, and Chicago, 
with the difference in favor of the Italian lemons: 
Rates on California and Italian Zernons to Nelo York, Pittsbut·gh, Oill· 

cinnati, and Ohicago. 

Per hundredweight. Per box. 

To-
Carload lots. Differ- Carload lots. 

enca in Differ-
favor of ence in 

Italy, per favor of 

cruil•<-1 Italy.I hundred.- Calif or- Italy. Italy, per 
rua. weight. Ilia. box. 

New York ........... . $1.00 io.358 :o.642 l0.84 $0.304 t().536 
Pittsburgh ......... . 1.00 .658 .342 . 84 .559 .281 
Cincinnati. . .... .. .. . 1.00 . 758 .242 .84 .644 . 196 
Chicago ............ . 1.00 . 758 .242 .84 .644 .196 

1 Based on rate of 30.4 cents per box of 85 pounds to New York and not including 
transfer charge in New York of 3 cents per box. From the 30.4-cent -rate a rebate of 
6 cents should be deducted on all lots of 1,000 boxes or over. 

The foregoing were compiled from data. from the Interstate 
Commerce Commission, and show the freight rates in force 
August 3, 1911. 

Mr. THOMAS. l\fr. President--
T·he VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from California 

yield to the Senator from Colorado? 
Mr. WORKS. I do. 
Mr. THO:l\!AS. I should like to ask the Senator if he has 

considered, or if his attention has been called to the fact, that 
the California growers dispose of their product in the central 
part of the country, in the State of Colorado, for example, by 
charging the consumer the New York price plus the rate of the 
freight from the seaboard to the interior points? There seems 
to me to be a protective tariff to-day in the shape of a railroad 
rate that is largely prohibitive of any competition from Sicily, 
in so far as it affects the interior of the country, where an 
enormous amount of the lemon crop is consumed, we being en
tirely at the mercy of those freight rates, and therefore com
pelled to pay them. I should like to ask the Senator whether 

that is not a very considerable protection in itself as to a very 
large portion of this crop, since it is taken ad\antage of and 
added to the cost price to the consumer? 

.Mr. WORKS. No, Mr. President; though it may exist, I 
do not know of any such custom as that to which the Senator 
refers. I am not pretending to dispute what he says about it, 
because I am not informed on the subject; but if it should be 
true, it is no protection~ The competition between California.. 
and the Italian growers is almost entirely in the eastern 
market. I imagine that yery few Italian lemons will be found 
in Denver, for example. 

1\Ir. THOU.AS. That is true, 1\Ir. President, and for the 
reason which I ga\e. There is no competition between the 
California lemon grower and the Italian lemon grower in the 
interior of the country, because the freight rate is prohibitive, 
and because it is prohibitirn it is added by the California lemon 
grower to the cost of his product to the consumer. 

Hr. WORKS. I do not understand that to be so, l\Ir. Presi
denf; but if it be so, of course the farther the Italian shipper 
has to carry his fruit west the greater the freight rate he 
has to pay. I have been comparing the eastern market and 
Illinois, for example, for the purpose of showing the difference. 
The farther they go into the interior of this country, of course 
the greater the freight rate they must pay in order to compete 
with the California product. 

WAGES. 

The matter of wages is an important one in determining what 
is a just measure of protection to our home industry. l\fr. 
Powe11, before referred to, has made a careful and systematic 
investigation of the wages paid in Italy, and has tabulated the 
result of his inyestigation. 

Under the heading of "Wages paid in the lemon districts in 
Italy," he says: · 

The wage of the different kinds of labor in the Italian groves de
pends on the section, the conditions under which it is employed, and 
the class of work. In a general way most of the labor is paid by the 
day, sometimes as a straight wage, at others with a lower wage and 
with part payment in wine, bread, or other privileges. 

The laborers ate composed of men, women, and children. The heavy 
work in the groves is done by men, the wages varying from 40 to 55 
cents J?er day. The picking of the fruit, carry-Ing it to the sheds, and 
s!er_nmrng 1t mll;Y be done b~ men, women,_ or by children. The pre
llmma1 y wrapprng and gradmg of the frmt in the groves is usually 
clone by women and the packing in the groves by men. In the packing 
houses the heavy work is done by men, lmt the sorting and wrapping 
is done by women and children. 

According to Dr. Lorenzoni (Joe. cit.) 30 per cent of the agricul
tural d..'ly laborers in some of the coast districts of Sicily is composed 
of women, and in some sections 30 per cent is made up of boys. 

The custodians in charge of the groves are paid j)y the day the 
month, or the year, either in cash or part in cash and part in privi
leges, such as house rent, garden, gun license, wine, wheat. etc. 

As a general rule wages are higher on the north coast of Sicily than 
on the coast from Messina to Syracuse, the grove laborers in the former 
region receiving about 50 cents per day as compared with 40 on the 
latter coast. 

According to a statement furnished the writer by Dr. Lorenzoni 
in April, 1911, the average wage of the ordinary men laborers in the 
groves is 2~ lire ( 48! cents) per day. The men fruit pickers are paid 
20 centimes per day more, or about 52 cents. In the packing houses 
the men are paid from 3 to 3~ lire (57.9 to 67.55 cents) per day· 
the women, on the average, from 1 to 1.20 lire (19.3 to 23.16 cents) per 
day, and the boys about the same wage as the women. 

The wage question was investigated by the writer in the district 
in the Province of Palermo and along the l\fessina-Catania coast in 
the spring of 1911. 

The table following shows the range in wages found in the grove 
labor in Siciiy with a comparison of the wages paid in the lemon 
groves of California at the same period: 
Wages paid to la1Jore1·s 1wrking in lemon groves fa Oalifot·nia and in 

Italy, 1911. 
[Unless otherwise stated, all labor paid by the day.J 

California: 

General superintendent.. 875 to $150 per month ..... . 
Custodian or superin- ........................... . 

ten dent. 
Foremen...... . . . . . . . . . . . $55 to $150 per month ..... . 
Sub foreman....... . . . . . . . $50 to 100 per month ..... . 
Teamsters .......•...•... $56.50 to S65 per month ... . 
Irrigators................ Sl.80 to 82.25 ............ : . 
Ordinary laborers ................................... . 
Pruning foreman ......... $2 to $4.50 ••.••......•.•.• . 
Pruners .................. $1.75 to S3 •..........•..... 
Picking foreman......... $2.25 to $3.50 .••.•••.. . . • .• . 
Pickers... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Sl.50 to S2.50 .............. . 
Carriers: 

Men ............................................ . 
Boys ............. . ................... _ ........... . 

Stammers (women) ................................. . 
Boy helpers ....................................... .. . 
Girl helpers ......................................... . 
Women sorters or other .....................•...... 

labor. 

~:StCir~~:::::::::-:::: ~~-~g;~-ciay.tcisoc~"r;iSi)&. 
hour. 

Other grove labor ..•..... Sl.75 to $2.50 ............. . 

Italy. 

3 lire to 4 lire with privileges 
($0.579-$0. 772). ' 

2 to 3 lire ($0.386-$0.579). 

2.50 to 4 lire( 0.48i-S0.772). 

2.40 to 3 lire ($0.463+-S0.579). 

2.40 to 3 lire(S0.463+-$0.579). 
1.50 to 1.75 lire (50.29-$0.338). 

Do. • • 
Do. 

1 to 1.50 lire ($0.193-$0.29). 
1to1.75 lire (S0.193-$0.338). 
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The table following shows the range in wages found in the 
labor in the packing houses in Sicily with a comparison of the 
wages paid in the packing houses in California at the same 
period: 
Wages paid to lab9rers ioorking in the lemon-packing houses in Oali

fo1rn ia amt in Italy, 1911. 

[Unless otherwise stated, wages. are per day.] 

California. Italy. 

Manager.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $500 to S3 ,000 per year ..• - . 
Foremen ................ $75 to $150 per month .. ·-· 4 to 5 lire ($0.772-$0.965). 
Snbforemen .... ......... $60 to $85 per month ..... . 
Forewomen ..... _ .. ............. .... -....... -. . . . . . . 2 lire ($0.386). 

Gra~---·············· $1.75to$3 ••.•••••••••••••. 

wra~;:e(~oiriffii)":::::: ::::::::::::::::::::::::::~: 1 •50~ <50
·
29

>· 
Lemon packers .... v. ... 4 t.o 8 cents per box; $2 to 3.50 to 4 lire ($0.676-$0. m). 

S4.50 per day. 
Pressmen ................ $2 to $3.15 •••••• ·-·····-··· Do. 

~:~~J~J~~~~:::::: . $i"i0 siis:: ::: : :: :::: ::::: 2 lire (S0.386). 
Truclonen ............... $1.75 to S3--·-·:······--··· 

~~~~;:r:_~-~~~:::: ·i2-~u.so::::::::::::::::: ~ ~: ~:rnR 
.Other packing - house $1.7~ to $3 •••••• ·-········· 
' labor. 
Boy help"rs ................... ····-················· 1.20 to 2 lire (SO.Z32 to S0.386). 

&~i~:f~~::.-.::::::::: ·i50-~sioiii>8r.llioiliii::::: ~~\~~~~~onth. 

The difference in the cost of labor in this country and abroad 
is here clearly shown and is very marked. This difference alone 
should establish the right of the lemon growers ~f this country 
to a protective tariff. 

But I desire to follow this subject of expense to the foreign 
grower still further covering the cultural cost, cost of picking, 
of hauling the fruit to the packing house, and the final packing 
for export. I again quote from Mr. Powell: 

The cultural costs on the better groves appear to vary from $65 
to $100 per acre a.nd the yields from 250 to 350 boxes per acre, makin~ 
the cost per box vary from $0.186 to $0.40 per box. In the Alcantara 
,Valley the cost varied from $0.15 to $0.208 per box; in the Province 
o( Meeslna according to the International Institute of Agriculture, 
from $0.194 to $0.222 per box; in Palermo, Messina, Syracuse, and 
Catania, according to the Italian minister of agrlfulture, from $0.209 
to $0.322 per box. According to Dr. Cheney the cost per box based 
on one of the highest authorities is $0.104, and according to Marasa, 
whose statement was prepared at the request of the importers of 
lemons in New York. to be used in the effort to reduce the duty on 
lemons, $0.414 without taxes and $0.457 with taxes. · 

The average cost of the cultural expenses, including taxes, would 
probably not exceed $0.30 per box, while it might reach 40 to 45 
cents per box as an average maximum cost. This means that it costs 
on the average $90 per acre to produce 300 boxes of lemons, which 
the foregoing data show to be conservatively stated. 

THE COST OF PICKING. 

There is not a wide variation in the cost of picking, stemming, or 
packing the fruit In a preliminary way in the orchards. A man or 
woman will pick about 5,000 to 7,000 lemons per day for export, or 
the equivalent of 15 to 20 packed boxes. He may pick 8,000 to 
10,000 for by-products. In a grove in the Palermo district, where the 
operations were studied as representative of the district, the following 
lnbor picked, stemmed, graded, and packed on the average 40 boxes 
daily: 
2 pickers at 3 Ure per day, who also carried the fruit to the 

packing house after stemming____________________________ 6. 00 
1 stemmer at 3 lire per daY------------------------------- 3.00 
2 boys to carry baske~ to stemmel:' and help stem the fruit at 

H lire per daY----------------------------------------- 3. 00 
2 women to grade and wrap frult at H lire per day__________ 3. 00 
2 men to pack and nail boxes at 4 lire per day _______________ _. 8. 00 
1 boy helper in packing house at 2~ lire per day_____________ 2. 50 

Total lire ( =$4.92)-------------------------------- 25. 50 
The cost per box in this grove was 12.3 cents; 5.8 cents for pick

ing, stemming, and delivering to packing house and 6.5 cents for th~ 
grading, wrapping, and /lacing in the box. A large proportion of 
the fruit that is delivere to the packing house is unwrapped. In the 
groves on the lev-el land the cost of picking, sorting, and packing is often 
cut down 2 cents a box. In groves where the conditions of labor are 
still more difficult the cost may be raised a cent or two per box above 
the figures ~iven. 

Marasa gives the total cost of picking, stemming, and storing at 
11 cents and the sorting, wrapping, and placing in the box at 5 
cents, a total of 16 cents. In many of the groves the fruit is packed 
under the trees and there is no delivery of the fruit to the grove 
packing houses. 

WAGES PAID IN PICKING THE FRUIT. 
A prominent business man and lemon grower furnishes the follow

ing data showing the wages paid to the different people concerned in 
the picking of the fJSJ.lt in the Palermo district in May, 1911 : 

Foreman, 5 lire per day; pickers (men), 2.40 to 3 lire; women 
and boys, 1.50 to 2 lire ; men to carry fruit to packln.g house, 2.40 
to 3 lire ; carters to haul the fruit to Palermo, 3 lire per load of 
20 boxes, or 2.9 cents per box for distances from 7 to 19 kilometers 
.( 4.35 to 11.8 miles). 

COST OF HAULL'G FRUIT TO PACKI~G HOUSE. 
The cost of hauling the fruit to the packing house in Palermo 

.varies with the distance and the method of transporting. In a few 

I 

groves located in the foothills in the Mohreal e district. the lemons 
are packed out to the wagon road on mule back at a cost of about 
3 cents per box per mile. The average haul will not equal a mile 
J.lnd only a small proportion of the crop is handled in this manner. 

According to data furnished by Mr. De Soto, the cost of hauling 
by cart to Palermo, distances of 5 kilometers (3.10 miles) varies from 
3 to 4 cents per box; 10 kilometers (6.21 miles), 5 to 6.75 cents. Ou 
trips of this distance a cart is loaded with 20 to 24 boxes. From Carini 
to Palermo, a distance of 16 to 18 miles, the cost ls about 13 cents 
per box; from Bagheria, about 11 miles distant, 6 to 8 cents per box; 
from Montelepre, 11 to 12 miles distant, 9 to 1'> cents per box. On 
the long trips a cart is loaded with 12 to 16 boxes. The cost of de· 
livery by cart to Palermo varies from 3 cents per box, with a 
possible average of 6 to 8 cents per box. 

The carload rate from Santa Chri~tine Gela on the Messina line to 
Palermo is 80 lire ($15.44) per car of 10,000 to 11,000 kilos (22,046 
to 24,251 pounds). 

A box of lemons in Italy i£l estimated at 42 kilos (92.6 founds), 
making the rate per box 5.9 to 6.5 cents per box. The cost o unload
ing the car in Palermo varies from 2 to 3 lire (38.6 to 57.9 cents), 
or at the rate of about one-sixth of a cent per box. The cost of haul-

. ing from the car to the packing house in Palermo varies from eight
tenths of a cent to 1 cent per box, making a total cost of delivery of 
about 6.8 to 7.6 cents per box. 

The cost of delivering the fruit to the packing house varies from 3 
to 13 cents where the fruit is hauled out of the grove on mule back, 
making an average cost of 6 to 8 cents per box. 

THE PACKING OF THE FRUIT FOR EXPORT. 
The final packing of the fruit is done in the packing houses of the 

exporters in Palermo or other ports of export. The packing houses are 
located in the business part of the cities near the water front. The 
house is frequently the ground floor of a dwelling ; or the box making and 
repairing, the receiving, and shipping rooms, and the packing room 
may occupy the entire structure. There is little equipment in an 
Italian packing house. All the labor is performed by band and from 
one-half to three.fourths of the labor is performed by women and 
children. The only equipment of note is the rows of benches into 
which the fruit is graded and the baskets used in grading and carrying 
the fruit in the packing house. The packing operation consists Ln 
unpacking the fruit as it comes from the groves, regrading, wrapping, 
packing the lemons into boxes and nailing on the covers and hoops. 
The packed boxes are then carted to the wharf, lightered in smal 
boats to the steamer which ls anchored a short distance away, and are 
loaded in the vessel that carries them to their des tin a ti on. 

In the packing operations, the labor is usually divided into crews, 
consistin~ of 1 foreman, 1 woman sorter, 3 women wrappers, 1 boy 
to hand the fruit to 1 man packer, and 1 nailer to every 4 packers. 

In one large house where the operations were studied in detail the 
wa~es paid ln May, 1911, were: Women, 1 lira each; boys, 2 lire 
pacKers, 4 lire; nailer, 3~ lire: and foreman, 4 lire per day. 

The wages paid to the diiferent kinds of packing-house labor in 
Palermo, 1911, is as follows : 

Per day. 
$0. 80 to $1. 00 

• 70 to • 75 
Foreman---~-------------------------------------

~~: E:il~~~s_===================================== Porter to carry fruit to nailer, etC------------------
Women graders and wrappers----------~---------
Boy helpers--------------------------------------

The working hours are from 1 a. m. to 11 a. m. and 
to 5 p. m. 

• 70 to • 80 
• 60 to • 70 
• 20 to • 25 
• 20 to • 40 
from 12 noon 

THE COST OF PACKING THE FBUtT FOR EXPORT. 

During 1911 the exporters in Palermo invoiced the costs of the pack 
ing operations about as follows : Empty boxes of American siCles, tops 
and bottoms, 80 centimes (15.4 cents) ; foreign-made boxes, 85 centimes 
(16.4 cents) ; the cost of packing, which includes labor of all kinds 
nails, paper,. tinsel, etc., from 50 to 60 centimes (9.65 to 11.58 cents) 
the usual invoice being about 55 centimes (10.6 cents) ; the transporta 
tion from the packing house t-o the lighter, from 0.25 to 0.45 lira (4.8 
to 8.7 cents) ; and the cost of li~hterlng, from 0.04 to 0.32 Ura (8 
mills to 6.2 cents), the usual lignterage charge being 0.10 lira ( 1.9 
cents). According to the invoices of the exporters, the average cost 
of the packing-house expenses from the time the fruit reaches the 
packinr; house till it is placed on the steamer is about 35 cents per 
box. Some of the exporters add insurance to the invoice, amounting 
to about 0.5 centime (9.6 mills). There ls a charge also of 13 lire 
per invoice ($2.51) made by the consular agency, which adds from a 
small fraction of a cent to a cent and a half or more oer box. In 
eluding the consular invoice, the insurance, and the packing and 
transportation to the steamer, the cost varies from 36 to 42 cents 
per box, with an occasional higher cost for fruit handled under un 
usual conditions. All of these costs are matters of official record, the 
consular invoice on lemons being a statement of the unit value that 
enters into a shipment of lemons. 

After this segregation of the different items of expense m
curred in the production of the fruit and its preparation for 
shipment and loading on steamer, the following table shows 
the total cost by arriving, as in case of the domestic grower, 
at a fair average of such expenses. 

THE TOTAL COST OF PRODUCING AND HANDLING LEMONS IN ITALY. 

From the foregoing data it will be seen that the cost of pro 
ducing lemons in Italy may vary approximately, as follows: 

Cost. Average 

Cultural cost, per box.... . ... . .. .. . .... .. ...... . .. ... ... S0.15 -SO. 45 $0. 30 
Pickinij', stemming, and deliverin~ to packing house. . . . . ·. 05

05
8: .. 1

065
1 084 

Preliminary grading and packing m grove . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • 057 
Dilivery from grove to packing house at point of ship-

ment ... ..... .. ... ... . ...... .. ·......................... .03 - .13 08 
Packing house charges, loading on steamer_........ . . . . . . . 36 - . 42 . 39 

1~~~~~--:1--~~ 

.648-1.175 .91 
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This leans us only to compare the cost of the foreign grower 
with that of the producel' in this country to arrive at the dif
ference in cost here and abroad. The comparative cost is as 
follows: 

Italy. California. 

$0. 30 Sl.00 

.084 .253 

.057 -·-·-·---·--

.08 .039 

.39 .596 

Cultural cost, per box ................................. . .. . 
Picking, stemming, and delivering to packing house in 

grove..... .. ....... . ............... . .................. . 
Preliminary grading and packing in grove ................ . 
Delivery from grove to packing house at point of shipment .. 
Packing-house charges and loading for-shipment .......... . 

1~~~~1~~~~ 

Total ................................ ······••········ 
Freight to New York . .... ..............•..•....•.•. .. •.... 

. 911 

.30 
L888 
.84 

Total cost of production and freight........ ....... ... 1. 211 2. 728 
Difference in cost of production. .... ....................... . . .. . . . . . . . . . 978 
Difference in cost of freight................................ . . . . . . . . . . . . -M 

Total difference in favor of Italian producer.......... . . . . . . . . . . . . 1. 518 

This shows that it costs the California grower $1 more to 
grow a box of lemons and prepare it for shipment than it costs 
a grower in Italy. If we add to this the difference in the 
freight rate of 84 cents a box that our people must pay with 
that of 30 cents net that is paid by the importer of lemons from 
Italy, we have a difference of $1.52 as the cost of production 
and freight on lemons to · New York in favor of the foreign pro
ducer. 

It may be relied upon that this is a fair showing of the actual 
difference in the cost of these competing lemon growers. It 
can not be _said that it is accurate or exact, for that is impos
sible. But it is sufficient to show that no reduction can be made 
in the present tariff without sacrificing the interests of our own 
growers: 

Mr. President, so far I have considered only the interests of 
the producers. The rights and interests of the consumers have 
not yet been touched, nor bave I considered the effect of the 
present tariff upon the revenues of the Government. Leaving 
those out of the question for the present, no one can deny that 
as between the foreign and domestic growers the tariff now in 
force is none too high to protect our own growers and put them 
on an equality with their foreign competitors. Therefore, there 
can be but two reasons advanced, if we are to leave politics out 
of the controversy, for reducing the tariff: One is that the re
duction will benefit the consumer by reducing . the price of 
lemons; the other, that such reduction will increase the revenue 
of the Government. Of course the proposition to put lemons on 
the free list leaves the latter out of consideration and can ap
peal only to the believer in free trade. I shall proceed to show 
that neither of these claims is founded on the facts as they 
exist, but that experience under the present and previous tariff 
laws shows that the higher tariff has not increased the price of 
lemons to the consumer, and that it has increased and not 
diminished the revenues of the Government. The best and most 
practical way to disprove the claim that the increase in the 
tariff rate in 1908 increased the price to the consumers is to 
take the actual :figures showing the prices at which lemons have 
li>een selling at retail for several years past. 

I submit for this purpose tables of prices, weekly, for the 
years 1905 to 1911, inclusive, in New York, Baltimore, Wash
ington, Boston, Kansas City, and Minneapolis: 

Month. 

January .......... 

February ........ 

March ............ 

April •••....... . .. 

Retail prices per dozeti Ze1nons. 
NEW YOil.K CITY, 1904 TO SEPTEMBER, 1911. 

[From files New York Evening Sun.] 

Week _ , ,~ 
of 1904 1905 1906 1909 

year. 

Cents. Cents. Cents . Cents. Cents. Cents. 
1 .... . ....... 20-25 . . ... .... .. 35 25 40-50 
2 -·- - ·-· 20 25 30 25 50 
3 .... .. ...... 20 .. ......... 30 25 35 
4 .......... 20 . ... .. ..... 30 25 35 
5 .......... 20 .... ..... ... 30 25 35 
6 . .......... 20 15-25 30 25 35 
7 ............ .......... 15-25 30 25 35 
8 ....... .. .... 2(}-25 15-25 30 25 35 
9 20 25 15-25 30 25 35 

10 20 25 15-25 30 25 25 
11 20 25 15-25 25 25 25 
12 25 25 15-25 25 25 25 
13 20 25 15-25 25 25 25 
14 20 25 15-25 25 25 20 
15 20 25 ....... ... ..... 25 25 20 
16 20 25 ............. 25 25 20 
17 20 20-2.3 15-25 25 25 20 

1910 1911 

Cents. Cents. 
. ........... 25-40 
.......... 25-40 
. ........... 25-40 
.. ........ 25-40 
.. ........... 25-40 
......... 20-40 
............. 25-40 
. ........... 25-40 
.............. 25-40 
............. 25-40 
............ 25-40 
........ .. .... 20-40 
............. 2(}-25 
............. 2(}-25 
. .......... 2(}-25 
.. .............. 2(}-25 
........... 2(}-30 

Retail prices per dozen lemons-Continued. 
NEW YORK CITY, 1904 TO SE PTElIBER, 1911--Continued. 

Week 
Month. of 1904 1905 1906 1907 1908 1909 1910 1911 

year. 

---- r---------
Cent.s. Cents. Cents. Cents. Cents. Cent.s. Cents. 

May .•••....••.... 18 20 20 15-25 25 25 20 ........... 
19 .. ........... 20 25 . ............ 25 12-20 .. ............ 
20 20 20 25 25 25 12-20 ........... 
21 20 20 25 . .......... 25 12-20 .. .......... 

June .••....•... :. 22 20 20 25 25 25 12-20 .. ............ 
23 20 20 25 25 25 20 .. ........... 
24 20 20 25 20 25 20 .. .......... . 
25 20 20 25 20 25 20 
26 2(}-25 20 25 25 25 ........... 

July •........ •... 27 25 25 25 25 25 20 .. ............. 
28 20 25 25 25 25 20 ............. 
29 20 25-30 25 25 25 20 ............. 
30 20 30 25 2<}-30 25 20 ............ 

August .......... 31 20 30 30 30 25 20 ............. 
32 20 30 30 30 25 20 ............ 
33 20 30 30 20-30 25 20 ............. 
34 20 30 30 2(}-30 25 20 .. ............ 
35 20 30 30 20-30 25 20 20 

September ....... 36 20 30 30 25-35 25 20 20 
37 20 30 35 25-35 25 20 20-30 
38 20 30 35 ---- · ·· .. ........... 30 
39 20 30 35 25-35 25 .............. 30 

October .......• · .. 40 20 30 30-40 25-35 25 .............. 30 
41 20 30 40 25-35 25 .. . .......... 30 
42 20 30 30-4-0 25 25 ........... 30 
43 25 30 30--35 25 25 ............. 30--40 

November ....... 44 2(}-25 ............. 30-40 25 25 . . ......... 30-40 
45 .. .. .......... 35 30-40 25 25 ............. 30-40 
46 20-25 35 35 25 25 .. ............ 30-40 
47 25 30 35 25 25 ........... 30-40 
48 25 30 35 2-5 25 ........ 30-40 

December •....... 49 25 ··· · ··· 35 25 25-40 ... ............ 30-40 
50 25 ....... 35 ····25· 40 ........... 30-50 
51 25 .......... . 35 40 ... ........ 30-50 
52 25 25 35 25 40 . ....... 25-50 

NEW YORK CITY, JAN. 1, 1904, TO APRIL, 1911, INCLUSIVE. 

[From data furnished by a New York retail grocer.] 

Month. 1904 1905 1906 1907 1908 1909 1910 

Cents. 
20-30 
2(}-30 
20-30 
25-35 

35 
35 
35 
35 
35 

25-35 
25 
25 
25 
25 
25 
25 
25 
25 
25 

.. .......... 
.. ..... ... .. 
............ 
.. .. ...... 
.. ...... . . . 
. ........... ~ 
........... . 
.. .......... 
.. .......... 
................ 
. ......... 
.......... 
..... ---. 
·- -----
······-.......... 

1911 
,_ ------------------

January .•...... 13 12 12 18 13 15 16 13 
February •...... 12 11 11 17 11 14 13 16 
March .......... 15 12! 19 16 13 13! 14! 15 
~ril .... . ...... 13 12 15 22 11 ····-··· 15 16 

ay .... .... .. .. 12 13 20 21 12 12 . ......... ................ 
June ....•...... 14 15 21 28 16 19 14 .......... 
July ............ 16 25 20 .... .... 15 26 26 . ............ 
.August . ........ 18 36 19 11 15 14 24 -·--··· · 
September ...... 19! ........ 32 18 18 19 27 . ........... 
October ........ 24 33 47 19 24 15! 27 .......... . 
November ...... 17 24 26 19 19 22 27 . . .. ...... . 
December ...... 14 14 22 13 15 21 18 .......... 

Wholesale price and size per box furnished by grocer, to which 20 per cent was 
added to obtain retail price. 

Month. 

BALTIMORE, MD., J'A'N. 1, 1905, TO MAY 20, 1911. 

[From city newspapers.] 

Week 1905 1906 1907 1908 1909 of year. 1910 1911 

--------------
January ............•.. 1- 7 12-15 15-25 15-20 15-20 15-20 20-25 15-20 

8-14 12-15 10-20 1&-20 15-20 15-20 20-25 15-20 
15-21 12-15 10-20 15-20 15-20 15-20 20-25 15-20 
22-28 12-15 10-20 15-20 15-20 15-20 2(}-25 15-20 
29-31 ...... ...... .............. .. ............. 15-20 15-20 .. ............ ............ 

February .............. 2- 7 12-15 10-15 15-20 15-20 15-20 20-25 15-20 
8-14 12-15 10-15 15-20 15-20 15-20 20-25 15-20 

15-21 12-15 10-15 15-20 15-20 15-20 20-25 15-20 
22-28 12-15 10-15 15-20 15-20 15-20 20-25 15-20 

March ...........•. .... 1- 6 12-15 10-15 15-20 15-20 15-20 15-20 15-~ 
7-13 12-15 10-15 15-20 15-20 15-20 15-20 15-2 

14-20 12-15 10-15 15-20 15-20 15-20 15-20 15-20 
21-27 12-15 10-15 15-20 15-20 15-20 15-20 15-20 
28-31 ............. 10-15 15-20 "iS::-20" .. ........... ..... .. ..... 

April .................. 1- 7 12-15 10-15 15-20 15-20 15-20 15-2Q 
8-14 12-15 10-15 15-20 15-20 15-20 15-2.Q 15-20 

15-21 12-15 10-10 15-20 15-20 10-15 15-20 15-20 
22-28 10-12 10-15 2(}-25 15-20 10-15 15-20 15-20 
29-30 10-12 ............. ............ .............. .............. 15-20 15-20 

May ..............••..• 1- 7 10-12 10-15 20-25 15-20 10-15 15-20 15-20 
8-14 10-12 10-15 20-25 15-20 10-15 15-20 15-2Q 

15-21 10-12 10-15 20-25 15-20 10-15 15-20 15-20 
22-28 10-12 15-20 20-25 15-20 10-15 15-20 .. .. ......... 
29-31 . ............ ............. ............. 15-20 10-15 .. ............ .. .......... 

June ..•...........•.... 1- 7 12-15 15-20 2(}-25 15-20 10-15 15-20 .. ....... 
8-14 12-15 15-20 20-25 15-20 10-15 15-20 ............. 

15-21 12-15 15-20 2(}-25 15-20 10-15 15-20 ··--·- · 22-28 18-20 15-20 20-25 15-20 10-15 15-20 .. . -.... -· 
29-30 . ............ 15-20 20-25 .. ......... . ..... .. .... ............. ·-----· July ..•..............• . 1- 7 18-20 b - 20 20-25 15-20 10-15 20-25 . ......... 
8-14 18-20 15- 20 2(}-25 l il-20 20-2..'i 2(}-25 .. ........... 

15-21 18-20 15-20 20-25 15-20 2(}-25 20-25 .. ........ 
22-28 18-20 15-20 20-25 10-15 20-2.j 20-25 . ........... 
29-31 18-20 ............ . .......... .... . .. .. . 20-25 20-2.'> .. ........ 
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Retail pricea per dozen Z-emons-Conttnued. 
BALTHfORE, MD., JAN. 1, 1905, TO MAY 20, 1911-continued. 

Month. Week. 190.5 ~I 1907 1908 1909 1910 1911 

Cents. Cents. Cents. Cents. Cents. Centa. Cents. 
August •••••••••••••••. 2- 7 18-20 15-20 20-25 10-15 20-15 20-25 . .......... 

8-14 18-20 15-20 20-25 10-15 15-20 20-25 ........ -· 
15-21 18-20 l&-20 20-26 10-15 15-20 20-25 ............ 
22-28 18-20 15-20 20-2:! 10-15 15-20 ... . .. ... ........... 
29-31 .............. ------- 20-25 10-15 .............. 20-25 ............ . 

September ••••••••••••• 1- 7 18-20 15-20 15-20 10-lb 15-20 20-25 ............ 
8-14 18-20 20-30 15-20 10-15 lb-20 20-25 ............... 

15-Zl 20-40 30-40 15-20 10-15 15-20 20-25 ........ 
22-28 20-30 30-40 15-20 10-15 15-20 20-25 ............ 
29-30 20-30 30-40 -----·- ............. ....... . ... ............. ............ 

Oetober •.••••••••••••• 1- 7 20-30 30-40 15-20 10-15 15-20 20-25 ·····--· 
8-14 2o-30 30-40 15-20 10-15 15-20 20-25 ............. 

15-21 20-30 30-40 15-20 10-15 . 15-20 20-25 ........... 
22-28 20--30 30-40 15-20 10-15 15-20 20-25 ........... 
29-31 ............. ............. ............. 20-25 15-20 20-25 ···-···· November ••••••••••••• 1- 6 20-30 30-40 15-20 20-25 15-20 20-25 ............ 
7-13 20-30 30-4-0 15-20 20-25 15-20 20-25 .. ......... 

14.-20 20-30 30-40 15-20 20-25 15-20 20-25 ............. 
21-27 20-30 30-40 15-20 15-20 20-25 20-25 ............. 
28-30 .............. .. -........ - 15-20 .............. ............ ....... . ----··-

December •••••••.••••.. 1- 7 20-30 30-40 15-20 . 15-:!l 20-25 20-25 ··-···· 
8-14 20-30 30-40 15-20 15-20 20-25 20-25 

15-21 20-25 30-40 15-20 15-20 2.0-25 15-20 ---·--· - 22-28 20-25 30-40 15-20 15-20 ·------ 15-20 -·· --- -
29-31 »-25 30-40 ---. -- - ... ---... - ......... 15-20 . .......... 

WASHINGTO~, D. C., JAN, 1, 1905, TO NOVE~R, 1910. 
(From city newspapers.] 

J'o.nuary •••..••••..••.. 

• February ...••••••••••. 

March ••••••••••••••••. 

April •.••••••••••••••.. 

May ••••••••••••••••••. 

June ..... ·········-··· 

July ••.•••••••••••••••. 

August ....•.•.••.••••• 

September ••••••.••••. 

October •.••.••..•..•••. 

November •• .••••. • .•. 

December .•.•..•••.••• 

1- 7 
8-14 

15-21 
22-28 
29-31 
2- 7 
8-14 

15-21 
2'2'-28 
1-6 
7-13 

14.-20 
21-27 
28-31 
1- 7 
8-14 

15-21 
22-28 
29-30 
1- 7 
8-14 

1,5--21 
22-28 
2\>-30 
1- 7 
8-14 

15-21 
22-28 
29-30 
1- 7 
8-14 

15-21 
22-28 
29-31 
2- 7 
8-14 

15-21 
22-28 
29-31 
1- 7 
8-14 

15-21 
22-28 
29-30 
1- 7 
8-14. 

15-21 
22-28 
29-31 
1- 6 
7-13 

14.-20 
21-27 
28-30 
1- 7 
8-14 

15-21 
22-28 
29-31 

20 25 ......• 

::::::: ::::::: .. ··25· ::: :::: 
20· •••••••••••••• 
20 ....•......... 

::::::: ::::::: ····25· ::::::: ::::::: ::::::: ::::::: 
. -·.... . . . •• . . 20-25 .•.....•.. -· ............... . 
.•.........•.. ······· . . ... .. •.•.•.. 16 ......• 

~ ::::::: ::::::: .... i6" ··· ··.·· 
25 . . . . . . . 17-25 17 ....•.• 
20 ······· .••.•.. 17 ..•...• 

20-25 . . . . • . . . . . . . . . 17-20 ..•.•.• 
17 ••..••• ::::::: ::::::: ····25· ······ · ······· 

.•.. •.• 25 ····i5· ::::::: .... ii;"::::::: 
.•. . ... 18 25 ····•·· 15 18. ..••.•• 

18 25 16 ....•.. ···••·· ·······-

::::::: ::::::: ·--·25· ····iii· 11-~ ····is·::::::: 
. .•••••.•..••. 25 Hi ......• lS ....•.• 
....... ····22· 
....... ····22· 
.•••••• 22 
••••••• 2()'....25 

··-··-· 20-25 

25 15 ....•.. 15 •..••.• 
25 17 22 .............• 

~ .... i7" ::::::: ::::::: ::::::: 
:;!5 17 ·····•· ....... ' ...•••• 
25 17-20 ......... .. ..... ··•·• 
16 18 . . . . . . . 17 ....••• 

::::::: ····20· ····25· ::::::: ::::::: .... i?' ::::::: 
. . . • • . • 20-25 25 . . . . • . . . . • • • . . 20 ..•...• 

::::::: ~~ ~ ::::::: ~:::::: .... ~. ::::::: 
::::::: ·20=25· ::::::: 'iS.:i8" :::::.:: ····20· :::: ::: 

20 ••••••••••••••••••••• ··-···· .•••.•• 

::::::: "i&:.25" ::::::: ::::::: ::::::: :::: .::: ::::::: 
....... 15-30 ....•...................•.......... 

::::::: ::::::: "iihiii" ::::::: ::::::: ::::::: ::::::: 
..•.........•. 10-30 .••.•• ; .••••.•. ·•···· ..•.... 

::::::: ::::::: ·2&:-30· ::::::: ····20· ::::::: ::::::: 
......•.....•. 20-25 ·••··•· •...•................ 
..•...• 35 20-25 ..•.••.•••.•....•.... ····· .• 
. . - ... - 30-35 20-25 .••.•••.••.•....•.•...•..•.. 

....... ····30· ·· ··25.· ::::::: ::::::: ::::::: ::::::: 
. ...••. ··- · ..• 25 35 .••.•................ 
.••.••. 2:>-30 ..•. • • . 15 . .• . .. . 22 ...... . 
• • • • • . . 25-30 . . . . • . . 25-30 . • . . . . . . . . . • . . . ...•. . 
' •...... 25-30 .•..••..........••...............•• 

23 •••..•..••.•...•••••. ··•···• ..•...• 

::::::: ::::::: -···20· 25 ••••••. ·•••••• ••••••• 
25 ...•................• 
24 ..•••••••••••.••••••• 
18 ·•····· .........••••• 

BUF:i'ALO, N. Y., J'AN. 1, 1905, TO DECEMBER, 1909. 
[Principally from newspapers.] 

January ........ ...•• . . 

February ............. . 

1- 7 
8-14 

15-21 
22-28 
29-31 
2- 7 
8-14 

15-21 
22-28 

20 
20 
20 
20 

30 
30 
30 
25 
25 
25 
25 
25 
25 

25 
25 
25 
25 

25 
25 
25 
25 

Retail prices per dozoii lemons-Continued. 
IlUJ'F_\LO, • Y., JAN. 1, 1!>05, TO DECE:MBtm_, 1309-Contlnued. 

Monfu. Week. 1900 . 1906 1907 1908 1909 1910 1911 

--------·1----------------

March •.•...••....•.•.. 

April •.•.•.••••••.•••.• 

May ......•..•..•.••... 

June ••••••••••••••••••• 

July •••.••••••••••••••• 

August •..•..••.•••..•. 

September •••••••••••. 

October ••• ··········-· 

Noventber.·-··········· 

December ••••••••••••. 

Cent.r. Cents. Cents. Cents. Cents. Cents. Cents, 
1- 6 ....... ·· ·••·· ........ ···· ·· 20 25 25 
7-13 . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . 20 25 25 

14.-20 . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . 20 20 25 
Zl-27 . . •. . . . . . ..• . • . .•. . •. . ... ••. 20 20 25 

2t3i ::::::: ::::::: ::::::: ::::::: ::::::: -· ··20· ·····25 
8-14. ..••..•..•..•• ·-··-·· ····•·· ··-··-- 20 25 

15-21 ..•......•........•......... ······- 20 25 
22-23 ·•··••• .•••••• ··-···· ..••... ..••.•• 25 25 
29--30 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Z5 25 
1- 7 ··-·· ·· ··•· ·•• .............. ····•·· 25 25 
8-14. . ••......•.... ··· - ··· ... •..• ....... 25 25 

15-21 .. ..... ···••·• .••••.• .••.... ..... .. 25 30 
21-28 ..••.... ··-··· .•. ••• . .•• . .. . .. . . . • . 25 

2t3~ ::::::: ::::::: ::::::: ::::::: ::::::: ····25· ::::::: 
8-14 ····•·· ..•.••. ······ ' ······· ..•.•.. 25 , ....•• 

15-21 . ·•···· ..•..•. .••.••.• ..• . .•. ..•. ... 2& .••.••• 
22-28 .•• .•.. ..•.... ....•.. ....... .. ..... 25 •••.•.• 
29-30 ·••·•·· ······· ..•.................... ····• ..•..•• 
1- 7 .........•......•... - . - · .............•.•........• 
8-14 -· •...•..•.•....• -· ...••............••••.•..•.••• 

15-21 
22-28 :::: ::: : :::::: : ::: : : : : : : : :: : ..• ·35· : :: :: : : : ::: : :: 
29-31 . .•. .. . . . •. . •• . . . .. . . ..• . . . . 30 .. ..... .• •.•.• 

'),... 7 ...••....•.•• - ..••. -- . . • . • • . 30 ..•....•.• ...• 
S-14 . ••. •. . •• •. •.. ..•. •.. .. ••... 25 ..•..........• 

15-21 ..•.••. ..•.... •••.... . .•.•.. 25 ..•.•........• 
22-28 25 ..•.... •·• •••• 

2t3~ ~:::::: ::::::: ::::::: ::::::: ····25· ::::::: ::::::: 
8-14 .....•. ··••··· ..••... ··•···· 20 ..• .... · ....... . 

15-21 k.... ... .. •.. . . ..... •. . ... .. . 25 .••••••..••••• 
2"2-28 ..•.....••••.•..•.•.. ····•·· ..•............•.•.•• 
29-30 ...... - ..••.••. •• ... - .•• -· ....................••• 
1- 7 ..•.......•......................................• 
8-14 ..•..•. ···· -·· ··-···· ··•···· •...••. •·•···· .. .•. •• 

l&-21 ..•....... ' .....•......•...................••••• 
22-28 ..•......•............ -· ..... •• . . - - .....•..•• -· .• 
.29-31 .••.•.•••••••.•.•••...••.•....••.....•......•.••• 
1- 6 ...... .. . •..•...•.. .... ............ •........•.•. -
7-13 .••.... ··••·•· ··••·• · ··•··•· ..•..•. - ······ ··•·•• • 

14:-20 .. •.... · ·••·•· ....•..•.•......•..•. .........••..• 
21-27 ....•....•••.. ······ - •·•··•· ····•· ...•... ..••.• .• 

2t3~ ::::::: ::::::: ::::::~ ::::::: ··-·30· ~:::::: ::::::: 
8-14 . ••..••. ·-· ••. •.•..•.. . . •. ••• 30 ........••.••• 

15-Zl ······ - ··••·•· ..•.... ..••... 30 .••.....••.••• 
22-28 ····-·· ••••••• ··••••· ..•..•. •••···· ······- ..•.. •• 
29--31 .•••.•• ·••·•·• ···-··· ••••.•. -- -···· ..•...•..••.•• 

BOS'r'ON, MASS., JAN. 15, 1005, TO MAY 12, 1911 • 

January ••••••••••••••• 1-1 15-25 20-30 25-35 20-30 25-30 2():.-35 20-30 
8-14 25 15-30 ro-35 20-30 25-30 20-35 20-35 

15-21 20-~ ~ 25-35 15-25 20-30 25-35 20-30 
22-28 20-3& ro-M 2():..35 20-30 20-30 25-35 20-30 
~31 

-~· • 21):.3() -~· 15-30 20-30 
-~-'Fe bmary •••••••••••••• 2- 7 15-30 20-3() 2D-30 

8-14 25 25 20-30 20-30 20-30 25-35. 20-35 
15-21 20-3S 2():..3() ........... lQ-25 20-30 20-30 20-35 
22-28 20-25 20-30 ................ 10-25 20-30 2()..3(} 20-35 

Ma.reh ................. 1- 6 2.5 20-30 20-30 20-25 20-30 20-35 20-35 
7-13 20-25 20-30 20-30 20-25 20-30 20-35 20-35 

14-20 20-25 2(}.25 20-30 15-25 20-30 20-35 20-30 
21-Z7 ~25 30 ro-30 J.I>-25 20-25 2():..35 20-30 
28-31 15 20-W 15-25 20-30 

April •..•••••••.••••••. 1- 7 15-25 %0-80 20-30 20-30 20-39 20-30 20-35 
8-14 15-25 20-30 15-25 20-30 20-30 2()-JO 20-35 

1&-:ll 15-25 2.S-30 . i0:.25" 20-30 20-,30 20-25 20-35 
22-28 15-25 . 25-30 15-25 20-30 20-23 ~ 
29-30 "i0:20" ...... ··-· 20-25 20--25 

May ••••••••••••••••••. 1- 7 15-25 20-25 15-25 20-25 20-25 20-35 
8-14 15-25 20-25 25-25 10-25 15-20 20-25 20-35 

15-21 16-25 20-30 20-25 10-20 15-25 20-25 .......... 
22-28 15-25 20-30 20-25 15-20 20 20-25 ........... 
29-31 ........... ............ 20-25 15-20 

·~25· ·20:25· ... ......... 
June ••••••••• .. .-....... 1- 7 20-30 20-30 20-30 2(}..30 ....... ·-·· 

8-14 15-25 25-30 20-25 20-30 15-20 20-25 .......... 
lJ)-21 15-20 20-30 20-2.5 20-30 20 

-~-
............. 

22-28 15-25 20-30 20-25 20-25 20-30 ... ~- ...... 
29-30 10-20 25-30 

·~25· 
......... . 

July ••••••••••••••••••. l- 7 10-20 25-30 20-25 30-4-0 30-40 .. ...... 
8-14 10-20 20-30 20-25 25-30 . 30-40 35. 45 .......... 

15-21 10-20 20-25 15-25 25-30 30-40 30-4-0 .......... 
22-28 25-35 20-25 ~25 20-30 4-0 30-40 ·-· ..... 
29-31 ........... --·---- . ........ 25-30 30-40 30-40 ..... -.. 

Augusl •••••••••••••••• '),... 7 25-30 20-30 25-30 20-30 25-35 30-40 . ........ 
8-14 35 20-30 25-30 20-30 25-35 30-40 ... ....... 

15-21 40 25-30 25-30 20-30 25-35 20-40 
22-28 35 2.>-30 25-30 25-30 3()-4() 20-35 ......... 
29-31 ·30:35· 35 25-30 .......... .......... 

~ptember •••••.••.•.• _. · 1- 7 35 30-35 25-3(} 20-30 20-35 .......... 
8-14 30-3.'i 30 25-30 25-30 20-30 25-35 .. .......... 

15-21 30 30 20-30 20-35 20-35 ---···· 
22-28 30-40 25-40 25 2-5-30 25-35 20-35 ......... 
29-30 30 --·-·- "' 25 .......... ......... 20-35 -----·· 

October ••••••.••..•.•• 1- 7 30 2..1-40 30 25-30 20-2.5 25-35 -----·· 
8-14 25-35 25-40 30 30-30 20-30 25-35 ... ........... 

l&-21 20-30 35-50 25-30 25-30 20-25 25-40 --····· 22-28 20-30 25-50 25-W 25-30 :.:0-30 25-50 ........... 
29-31 ............... -.......... -~ ............. 15-30 20-30 --·· ··· ........... 
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Retail prices per dozen lemons-Continued. 

BOSTON, MASS., .TA..'i. 5, 1905, TO .UY 12, 1~11--eontinued. 

.Month. Week. 1905 1906 1907 1008 1909 1910 1911 

---------!----!----------------

No>embcr. ........... . 1- G 
7-13 

14-20 
21-27 

28 
December ..•...•.••... 1- 7 

!H4 
15-21 
22-28 
29-31 

Cents. 
30 
30 

25-30 
25-30 

25-30 
25-30 
2,j-30 
25-30 
25-30 

Cents. Cents. Cents . Cents. Cents. Cents. 
20-40 25-30 20-30 25-35 30-50 
2Q-40 20-35 20-30 25-35 25-50 
2.J-50 20-30 15-25 :liHiO 2.'r-40 .....•. 
10-2.3 20-2.3 15-25 :!5-50 25-40 ..... - • 
20-25 .................................. . 
25-40 20 15-20 35-50 25-35 
25-40 20-30 20-30 35-50 25-35 
25-40 Z0-30 15-30 35-40 25-35 
10-20 20-30 15-25 30-40 20-35 
............................ 2Q-35 

KANS..A.S CITY, MO., .TAN. 1, 1905, TO lUAY 14, 1911. 

[From city newspapers.] 

January .............. . 

February ..•.•.••••.... 

March •...•••••••. ... .. 

.April •.. ------ __ .•.. __ . 

May.·-·--------·---- .. 

June . ... ·-··---···--·· 

July .... ··------ ...... . 

August . . .....••...... . 

September .....•....... 

October .....•.•.••..•. 

N'o.>ember ...••••••.... 

December ..•.•....... 

1- 7 
8-14 

15-21 
22-2 
29-31 
2- 7 
8-14 

15-21 
22-28 
1- G 
7-13 

H-20 
21-27 
28-31 
1- 7 
8-14 

15-21 
22-28 
29-30 
1- 7 
8-14 

15-21 
22-28 
29-31 
1- 7 
8-14 

15-21 

/~~ 
1- 7 
8-14 

15-21 
22-28 
29-31 
2- 7 
8-14 

15-21 
22-28 
29-31 
1- 7 
8-14 

15-21 
22-28 
29-30 
1- 7 
8-14 

15-21 
22-28 
29-31 
1- 6 
7-13 

14-20 
21-27 
28-30 
1- 7 
8-14 

15-21 
22-28 
29-31 

......... · ··-··- 15 15 15 ... .... 15 

· · .. io: : : : : : : : · · · · ·is 10 15 10 
15 15 10 

...... . . ......... 15 15 .. ..... ....... 10 

· · · · · · · · · · · io · · · · · · · · · · · · io · · · · · io · · · · · i3 · ·····is 
9 15 10 15 

10 "" 8 10 15 
10 . ...... .... . .. 10 15 
12 10 10 ..•.... ····•·• 
12 10 10 ............. . 
12 10 10 .........•...• 
12 20 10 10 13 ......• 

::: : ::: : ::: :: : :::: ::: ::::::: .... ii>"::::::: :::: ::: 
. .... .. .. . . . .. 18 10 10 15 

.... i2. ~g rn rn ~g : : : : : : : ..... is 

.... u· · · · · · · · ····is· .... io· · · · · io· ::: : :: : : : : :: :: 
12 1 10 10 .........•...• 
10 12 20 10 10 ............. . 
10 15 20 10 10 •••......•..•• 

· · · · io · ····is· · · · ·is· · · · · i2 · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · 
10 18 18 10 · · .. io · : : : : : : : : : : : : : : 
10 18 18 12 10 17 ...... . 
15 18 18 12 12 . . . . . . . . ..... . 

::·:ri: :::~1:::11: ::::~: ::::~: ::::~: ~~~~~:-
18 15 18 12 12 20 
20 15 18 15 13 20 
20 23 15 12 20 
20 20 20 15 13 13 

· · · · 20· · · · · 25· · ·· · 25· · · ·· i.2. · ·· · i2 ... · · io· : : : :: : : 
20 23 13 15 13 10 ......• 
25 26 ..... •.• 12 12 10 .•.••.• 
20 15 ····· .. 12 12 ............. . 

::::::: ::::::: ····20· ····i2· ····i2· ::::::: ::::::: 
20 .••.•.• 20 12 13 ............. . 

··· ···· ······· ······· 10 10 ······· ···· · ·· 
.. ..... ······· ······· 10 10 ..........•... 

······· --··i1· ······· ····io· ····io· ::::::: ::::::: 
15 10 12 ...........•.• 
15 13 10 12 ............. . 
15 IO 10 ...... . ... ... . 

...... .... . i3. : :: : : : : : ::: :: : : ::: : :: ::::::: ::: : : :: 
15 . . . . .. . ... . •. . 10 15 ......• 

. .... .. .... ... . ... .. . 10 17 .. ..........•• 
15 15 18 10 15 15 ..•.... 

MI:\"°"EAPOLIS, l\IIN~., .TAN. 1, 1905, TO DECEMBER, 1910. 

January ...•.•••.•••••. 

February ..•.... •• ...• • 

.March .....•••..••••••. 

April ..•..••.•.••••.... 

May .•...•..•.••••.•... 

1- 7 
8-14 

15-21 
22-28 
29-31 
2- 7 
8-14 

15-21 
22-28 
1- 6 
7-13 

14-20 
21-27 
28-31 
1- 7 
8-14 

15-21 
22-28 
29-30 
1- 7 
8-14 

I.:- 21 
22-28 
29- ZO 

14 15 
12 12~13 

15 ······· ........... . ........• 

12 12 ··--is·::::::: ··--i4· ::::::: ::::::: 
13 IO 12 ....... 16 ······· 

· -· · · · · · · · · i2 · -ii.is· · i2~is · 
10-13 15 12-18 14 

IO 12 10-15 
13 14 15 

12 11 12-15 
.•..... ... .... 12 10-18 

10 . . . . . . . 16 12-15 
12 15 12 15-20 

15 ....... ' . . . .. . 
18 ...... . 

14 15 ...... . 
14 ······· •....• . 

12 
12 

17 
17-19 ...... . 

15 ······· 
15 .. ..•.. 
15 ...... . 

. . ............ 12-15 . 
10-24 · ······ ······· "iO.:.i.5" .... i2" .:::: :: ::::::: 

15 13 8-15 12-14 .. . .......... . 
13 . . . . . . . 10-15 .. .... .. .. . . ........ . 
12 . . .. . - . 8-16 12-15 17 ...... . 

· ·· · · · · ····is· ::: : :: : -i~is · .... ~~- ~t~~ : :: : : :: 
.. . . ... 15 ... .. . . 15 12 ..... .. . .... . . 

10 14-15 . . . . . . . 10-15 12 15-20 ...... . 
10 15-18 16 12-15 12 15-18 ...... . 

. . ............... . ... 12-20 

Retail prices per dozen lemo-ns-Continued. 
MINNEAPOLIS, MINN., .TAN. 1, 1905, TO DECEUBER, 1910.-COntinued. 

Month . Week. 1905 1906 1907 1908 1909 1910 1911 

---------!----------------------

June .................. . 1- 7 
8-14 

15-21 
22-28 
29-30 

Cents. Cents. Cents. Cents. Cents. Cents. Cents. 
10 ... .... 18 12-18 12-16 15 .: ....• 

~~ :~~~~: :~::~~: -~t~- -i~~;- :~~~: ::::::: 
July .............•.•... 1- 7 

8-14 
15-21 
22-28 
29-31 

.... i7" ::::::: -~22· ::: :::: ::::::: ::::::: ::::~: : 
15-77 . . . . . . . 18-30 15-20 . . . . . . . 25-35 ...... • 
27--33 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 15-20 20 ............•• 

18 . . . . • . . 15-20 . . . . . . . 20-40 ....• •• 

.August ....•....... .... 2- 7 
8-14 

15-21 
22-28 
29-31 

·2~ai · -i~is · ·ii-25· 1s-20 2
0-

25 
··· · ··· ····••• 15-18 18-22 2Q-30 •••.• •• 

...... .... . ... ... .... 15-20 .............. ·····• • 
18 .............. 2Q-22 ......... ··•• • 

. .. .. . . . . . .. . . 18-20 .........................•.• 

·September ..•.....•.... 
.............. 20-25 .. . ............. . .... · •· ·••• 

1- 7 
8-14 

15-21 
22-28 
29--30 

. . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 14-20 15-20 ............• • 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . 18-20 . . . . . . . lQ-20 . . . . • • . . ..•••• 
25 ••••••••••••••••••••• •••••·. ••••• •• 

Octob<>...r ...••• .•••••••. 1- 7 
8-14 

15-21 
22-28 
29-31 

"ii-25" ::::::: ::::::: "i~i6" ::::::: ::::::: ::::::: 
.............. ... ........... 18-20 ........ ·•··•• 
20-23 ........ ·- ...........................•..•• 

22 . . . . . • . . . . . . . . 12-17 14-20 ......... .•••• 

November ....•...•.••. 1- 6 
7-13 

14-20 
21-27 
28-30 

" i~ii" ::::::: ::::::: ::::::: "ii-i7" ::::::: ::::::: 
18-~ ~~ ~ .... i2. ::::::: .... ~ .• ::::::: 

10 20 15 . .•. . . . 20 •••.• •• 
18 

10 15 · · .. is· · · .. is· .... i2 · · ic>:i» : : : : : : : December . .... .. ... . . . 1- 7 
8-14 

15-21 
22-28 
29-31 

15-18 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 14 ........ .. ........••• 
10-15 20 15 . . . . . . . 18 ......• 

10 15 10 ............ .... ... .... ...•• 
10-12 .............. ······· ....... 14-17 ·····• • 

I call attention also to another table touching thls question, 
namely, one showing the wholesale price of Italian lemons in 
New York each month of the years 1909 to 1912, as follows: 
Avei-age tclwlesale price of all Italian lemons sold in, New York City per 

month, 1909 to 1912. 

1909. 

April ......................•............................... 
May ................. ...... .. .. ......... .. .. .. ............ . 
June ................ .. ........................ .. ......... . 
July ........... ... .. ... ........ . ........... . .. . ........... . 
August ................................................... . 
September .................................. : ............ . 
October ..................... . ............................ . 
No>ember .. ........ ... .................. ...... ........... . 
December ........ .... ............. .. ..................... . 

1910. 

January .................................... . ............. . 
February ................................................. . 
March .................................................... . 
.April ............................ ..... . . .............. . ... . 
May .......... .......... ........................... .... : .. . 
June ..................................................... . 
July ................................................. . 
August ................................................... . 
Seplember ........... .. .. .. : .... .... ...................... . 
October ........ .. ..................................... · ... . 
November ................................................ . 
December ........................................ ... ..... . 

1911. 

J anuru-y ................. " ......... . .. .. .................. . 
F ebruary .... . .......... . .. . ... .... ....................... . 
March .............. .. ................ . ................... . 
April .. ........................ . ................... .. ..... . 
May . .................................................... . . 
Juno .... ... .................................... . .......... . 
July ................................. .... .... ............. . 
August .......... . . ..... .......... ... ..................... . 
September ............................. .. ................. . 
October ..... .... ...... ... ........... ... .................. . 
No-.ember ............................... .. ............... . 
December . ..... ....... ... . ... . ........ . ... .... ..... ...... . 

1912. 

January .................................................. . 
February ... . . .... ....... . ............ .. .... . ............. . 
March .................................................... . 
April ..................................................... . 
May ...................................................... . 
June .... . ............ .... . .. ....... .. ... ... ..... . ......... . 
July . ····· ··· ···· ····· · · ··· · ···· · ············ ·· ···· ···· ···· 
August ... .. . .. . ... ........................... .•. .......... 
September . . ..................... . ...... .. .. .............. . 
October .....................................•••........... 
November .... ...... ........ .. ..... . ... .....••.. •.......... 
December ................................................ . 

Average number of do~en per box, 27!-

Per box. 

$2.05 
I. 79 
2. 74 
3. 26 
2. 13 
2.G2 
3.62 
3. 76 
3.69 

3.25 
2. 41 
2.82 
2.96 
2.34 
3.37 
4. 22 
3. 67 
-1.30 
4. 'i8 
3.13 
2.42 

2.55 
3. 78 
2.44 
2. 77 . 
3.86 
3. 74 
3.55 
2. 60 
3. 26 
3. 68 
2. 52 
2.51 

3. 43 
3.-15 
2.52 
2.48 
2.64 
2. 84 
2. 72 
4.02 
6.33 
3.52 
3. 1 
3.£9 

Per dozen. 

Cents. 
7. 45 
6.51 

10 
11.SG 

7. 75 
9.53 

13. 17 
13. 67 

· 13.42 

11. 82 
8. 76 

10. 26 
10. 77 

8. 51 
12.26 
15. 35 
13.35 
15.64 
17.33 
11.38 
8. so 

0. 27 
10.12 
8.87 

10.07 
14.06 
13. 60 
12.91 
9.46 

11 . 8 
13.4 
9.2 
!J.2 

12. 5 
12.5 
9.2 
9.0 
9.6 

l0.3 
9.9 

14. 6 
23.0 
12. 8 
13.5 
14.l 

• 
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I can not stop to compare these prices in detail. It would 
take up too much time and is wholly unnecessary. They show 
that there could haYe been no increase or yariation of the price 
of lemons to the consumer as a result of the increase of the 
tariff in the Payne-Aldrich Act or of any previous tariff law. 
Numetous changes in prices, up and down, appear all through 
these tables. But the changes haye been just as great during 
the existence of the same rate of tariff from one month or week 
or day to another, without reference to, and evidently un
affected by, the tariff rate in force. It appears that in New 
York, for a short time, in the early part of January, 1909, there 
was a rather marked increase ill price, but it was only for a 
few days, when the price fell back to the normal of former years 
nnd has continued there, with the usual fluctuations not depend
jng on the tariff rate eYer since. These figures are conclusive 
and unanswerable on this important branch of the question. 

on every box of lemons imported into this country to raise a 
fund to fight the tariff, nnd, unfortunately, Members of Con
gress have been found who have been willing to make the fight 
!or the foreign importer and foreigner8 who make their living 
by handling the foreign product here, against their own country
men and upon the specious but wholly unfounded claim that it 
is done in the interest of the domestic consumer. Ornr one
half of the imports of lemons into the United States are con
trolled by 11 New York Italian importers, as will be seen from · 
the following statement showing the receivers of foreign lemons 
at New York City and the percentage of importations handled 
by each during the period Novembei· 1, 1911, to October 31, 
1912. The first 11 firms controlled 51.3 per cent of the totd 
imports. About 00 per cent of the total imports are received in 
thB port of New York. The names of the impor.ters sufficiently 
disclose their nativity. The table is as follows: . · 

The two tables following show the retail prices of lemons, 
300-per-box: size, as reported by the district managers of the 
(Jalifornia. Fruit Growers' Eb:change, in cents per · dozen from 
May 15 to December 1, 1912. These data have been accumu
lated by d~termining the retail price charged by three to eight 
leading grocers in the following cities in the eastern United 
States: Boston, New York, ·Baltimore, Washington, Buffalo, 
t>lttsburgh, Cincinnati, Indianapolis, and Louisville, and in 
eastern Canada in Toronto, Montreal, and St. John. 

Receivers of foreign lemons in Neio rot·7v mu% pe:reentage of imports 
handled by each frorn Nov. 1, 1911, to Oct. 31, 191t. . 

Receiver. 

Zito & C-0 .••.••• •• ••.••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••.••.•.••••• 
P. Sciortino .•......•...•••.•••••••••••...•................ 
S.S. Steiner & Co ..•••••••••••...••...................•... 

The lemons used in eastern Canada are exclusively Italian, 
and :u·e duty free. These tables show that the retail price in 
(Janada is the same as that in the eastern United States, and is 
.-;onclusirn e"Vidence that the duty on lemons does not affect the 
retail price. 

io~~~5Br~s~-~:::: :: : : :::':::::::::::::::::::: :: : : : : : : : : : 
A. Sacca & Co .............•...•....................... . ... 
G. Lo Cicero ....•.••••.•••••.....•......................... 

8: g~J;ci:~0:::::: ::: : : :: ::: : :: : : : : :: : ::: : : ::: : : : : : : : :: : : : 
F. Di Anci. .. _ ......•..•.••••..•..••.••................... 
A. Caramusa ............•••••••.•.••••.••........•........ 

~~~~d~ni10~:~ ~ .~::: :::: :: :: : ::: :: : :: : : : : : :: : : : : : :: : 
~: g~ritt:a~~·::::: :: :::: :::::::: :::::: :: : : : : : ::: : : : : : : : : : : 
~~11i'1:~:::: :: : ::::::::::::::: :: : ::::::: ::: : : : : : : : 

Retail prices of lemons in eastern United States 
soo size, in cents pet· dozen. 

~ 
d .cl ;:i ~ I Date. d 

!:l 0 a .§ 
~ 

~ ~ i ..0 
~ :l .8 a; 

~ 0 (I) 

~ ~ z ~ ~ u 
---- - --

1911. 
May 15 ...... 23 'J:l 16 25 23 20 23 
fone 1. ...... 28 26 30 34 28 33 35 
June 15 ...... 28 27 25 35 30 33 28 
July 1.. ..... 27 27 21 30 31 33 25 
July 15 ...... 37 'J:l 24 35 35 35 25 
Aug. l. ..... 31 32 25 32 18 20 
Aug.15 ..... 27 26 18 25 28 18 30 
Sept. 1. ..... 28 24 30 26 23 30 
Sept. 15 ..... 34 21 19 29 28 19 
Oct.1. ...... 35 22 23 30 34 20 .......... 
Oct. 15 ...... 30 28 'J:l 30 46 22 
Nov. l. ..... 38 27 25 35 29 26 
.,.ov .15 ..... 27 26 25 35 29 21 30 

Dec. 1. ...... 28 28 19 30 25 18 25 
Dec.15.. .... 22 28 19 23 25 16 20 

1912. 
Jan. 1. ...... 16 25 20 23 22 16 25 
Jan. 15 ...... 22 26 20 23 23 23 27 
Feb. I.. ..... 25 26 19 25 21 22 27 
Feb.15 ..... . 25 26 22 30 31 23 30 
Mar. I. ...... 30 26 20 29 22 21 30 
Mar. 15 ...... 22 25 19 24 26 26 30 
Apr. I. ...... 20 25 20 25 22 24 27 
Apr.15 ...... 23 23 20 25 23 23 30 
Mayl. ... .. . 20 25 20 24 19 23 
May15 ...•.. 21 23 18 25 23 16 40 
June 1. ... • . . 20 23 19 30 16 18 30 
June 15 ... ... 24 24 20 30 26 28 4-0 
July 1. ...... 23 25 20 21 28 
July 15 ...... 1 27 22 29 22 
Aug. I. ... .. 22 27 19 23 16 30 
Aug.15 ..... 25 28 21 26 29 30 
Sept. 1. ..... 29 27 24 21 29 4-0 
Sept. 15 ..... 46 51 45 38 37 60 
Oct.1. ...... 31 41 35 .35 36 28 40 
Oct. 15 ...... 33 42 33 28 25 30 
Nov. I. ..... 34 34 30 35 22 30 40 

a1id eastern Oanada, 

:a 
0 

§' s 
~ R 

0 ... 
~ 

0 
l:'4 

25 20 
30 28 
24 34 
23 30 
30 31 

30 
25 ~ 20 
18 ~ .......... 
28 30 
28 30 
26 

20 
22 20 

18 26 
22 28 
28 30 
27 30 
22 30 
24 20 
24 24 
24 28 
23 20 
22 30 
24 28 
22 20 
21 25 

. 21 29 
23 30 
21 30 
32 40 
40 4-0 
28 30 

37 
39 

~ 
~ 
g 

::;.i 
-

20 
25 
25 
25 
25 
25 
20 
30 
30 
30 
30 
30 
30 
35 
35 

30 
3Q 
3? 
25 

35 
30 

.§ 
0 ..... 
00 

De Luooia & Co._ •••••.••••..•..•..•.•..•..•..•••.•.....•. 
P. Tramantana ......•.•.•••.•........••..•..••••••....... . 
G. Brandina .........••...••..••..••..••••.••.••••......... 
C. V. Smith ........••...••••••••••..•....••..•••....•..... 
0. F. Maniscalco .••••••••••••••••••.••••.•.••••..•••.• • ... -- P . Lauricella._ ....••••.•.••••••.•.•••••••.. -............. . 
C. Greco .. .. .....••••.••..•••••••..•••.••••.••..•••.•••.... 

20 
L. Zerlllo ...........•..•••••••••.•.........•..•............ 

28 "J. Crochiolo .....•.••.••.•••••••••••.••.•..•...•.....•.•.... 
'J:l B. Follina •......••••••••••••••••••.•••.•• - .•••••••••••.•.. 

28 G. Puccio ........••••••.•••••••••.••...•...••. .. ........... 

29 
B. Trloli ..........•••••••••••••••••••••••.•••...•.......... 

32 
G. Mannino .•.•.•••••••••••••••••••..••••.••••••..••.•.•.. 

32 
P. Bajata .............•.•••••••••...•...•...•••...•••••.... 

32 
B. Mussachia .. .....••..••••••••••.•..••••.•.•............. 

31 
F. Z. Madonia .......•.•..•••••.•.•.•.•.••••••.••••••••.... 

30 
lg. Saitta Di M ... •. ..••••••••••••••••••.•..••..•••••.•.... 

30 
G. Viviana ...... - ...••....•••.........•...•.•.•.......... 

30 
Hart & Truckwell ..........••..•...•.•.•.••............... 

28 
A. Maniscalco ..••..••.••••••••.....•.•.•.•••••••••..•••. .• 

28 
V. Pedone ..........••••.•••••••.....•....•.•.............. 

30 
C. Cavalerro .......•..••.. ; ••.•••.......•.................. 
F. Minaldi. .........••..•...•.. · .•..•................ . ..... . 
G. Giamance ••••••••••••••••••••••••.•••••••.••...••...••• 

30 A. Grilli .......••.•••••••••••••••••••.•.•••.•............•. 

30 ~: 8tr£t~1::::: ::::::: :::::: :: : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : 
~g C. Zito .............•..••••.•..•••..•.•.•••.•..•...•...•.... 
30 G. & M. Zlot ...•..••••••••••••....•••.•.•....•.•.•...•.... 

30 
A.Montano ......•..•••••..••......•...•.•.......•.••..... 
P. Scogli. .........•••.•••••..•...........•............•.... 

30 0. Maniscalco, Jr ..••••.••••.•.•••.••.••••.•.•....•.•.••.•.• 
~ Sgobel & Day ...•.••••••.••••••.......•••..•.•••••........ 

30 
Saitta Bros ........•..•.•.. -•.•.... . .............. . ...• . ... 
L. G. Marino .......•••••••••••.•.•...•..••.......•....•..• gg S. Gangiolosi. ......•.••••.•••..•....•....•...........•.... 

30 
Ant. Brucato .............•......•..............•.......... 

30 
R. Mocu ..........•.•••. ~ ••.•.....•........................ 

30 
C. CameoL ......... -...•.•....•..............•............ 

30 g~~~~~:::: :::::::::::::::: :::: ::: : ::: : ::::::: :::::: :::: 
~ G. Brocita ............•................ -.............. ·. · · · 
30 Fr. F di Piro ..............................••........ ... ... 

30 
F. Fuschla ............••.••............••.••...•.•........ 

32 
Pedone & Gambine ........• - ............. ·• - . · · · · · · · · · · · · · 

Total boxes. Pee cent. 

144,808 
86,281 
75,456 
74,992 
73,116 
5~,541 
56,006 
35,308 
35, 140 
34,458 
34,lW 
33,508 
30,177 
29,360 
28,634 
'J:ll964 
24,692 
21,988 
20,336 
19,924 
19,470 
19,056 
17,662 
16,970 
16,801 
16,515 
16,496 
16,286 
14,223 
14,214 
13, 787 
12,473 
11,546 
10, 759 
9, 620 
9,132 
8,164 
7,917 
7, 792 
7,6Zl 
7,120 
6,306 
6,170 
6,117 
6,095 
6,060 
5,100 
4,6 6 
4,648 
3,569 
3,534 
3,328 
3,Zl8 
2,002 
2,842 
2, 830 
2,289 
2,251 
1,919 
1,847 
1, 738 
1,603 

10.476 
6.240 
5. 457 
5.4Zl 
5.287 
4.306 
4. 05() 
2.553 
2.541 
2.492 
2.473 
2.423 
2.182 
2.lZl 
2.071 
2.022 
1. 786 
1.590 
1.470 
1. 441 
1.408 
1.37 
1.277 
1.227 
1.215 
1.194 
1.193 
1.178 
1.029 
1.028 

.997 

.9()2 

.835 
• 778 
.695 
.660 
.590 
.573 
. 563 
.551 
.515 
.456 
.446 
.442 
.441 
.438 
.370 
.339 
.336 
.258 
.255 
. 241 
.234 
.210 
.205 
.204 
.165 
.163 
.139 
.134 
.126 
.116 

Nov.15.: ... 36 29 30 ........... 31 
Dec. I. ...... 34 30 28 ------ 27 

32 40 ~ 
37 30 28 

24 
30 

20 
20 
25 
25 
25 
25 
20 

28 
.All other importers handled less than one-tenth of 1 p& cent each. 

Therefore some one else must be interested in reducing the 
tariff besides the consumer. But it sounds better in the public 
ear to cry out against injustice that they pretend is being done 
the poor consumer. And this false cry is conYincing some un
thinking people, who do not investigate the question for them
selyes, that the price of lemons to the retail purchaser has 
actually been increased by the tariff. 

Mr. Pre ident, it is not the man who buys his lemons in this 
co~ntry that i affected, nor is it the consumer in this country 
that is complaining of the tariff. He has no reason to com
plain. It is the importer, the promoter, the broker, and others 
who deal in foreign lemons who are making this fight for free 
lemons or a reduced tariff. The importers · in New York and 
the exporters in Sicily ha\e le\ied tribute at different times 

The means resorted to to arouse prejudice against the do
mestic lemon industry and the people that are behind the move
ment to reduce the tariff is Yery well shown in an article 
written by Agnes C. Laut in a late i sue of the Sunset l\Inga
zine. It was _ written, I am informed, on her own initiative 
and upon her own in"Vestigation of the facts, and not at the 
instance or at the instigation of interestecl parties. She says: 

How many people who know about the picturesqueness of the citrus 
groves in sunn y California also know about •·a lu h fund" of 
$200,000 a year manipulated by the ~emon Tru ~ of Italy to smash 
the system of cooperation that sustaLDs those c1tl'Us groves of the 
Southwest? How many know about "rebates" of G cents a box: 
on every sa le of Italian lemon auctioned off irt New Yo1·k to create 
a "lobby" fund for the purpos of ma bing alifornia lemons 7 
How many know that when Collector Loeb, of New York, and Wick
er. ham. of Washington, and the Fruit Exchange of ~ew York went 
after that "rebate" among the fruit brokers-which is contrary to 
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New York Jaw-" the rebates., on Sales were · di continued and a 
" rebate " given by the foreign steamship companies on every box of 
lemons shipped from Italy in order to kn,?ck the , tariff off t.!1at pro
tects California lemons? You see tbe pomt~ don t yon ?- ships t h at 
fiy a foreign fla~ can not be . prosecuted by the United States Govei:n
ment for •· rebatmg " to an Italian trust, and t he Italian trus t u es it s 
" rebate" fund ($50,000 it amounted to in Uuee months) to tamper 
with lagislatlon in Washington. 

There are still funnier features to this human-nature .side of the 
citrus industry. When the Lemon Trust of Palermo, wb1ch consists 
of some 60 Italian firms primarily controUed and directed by 11 !Ilen 
with headquarters in New York-not many of whom are Amer1.can 
citizens-laid out it s campaign to capture the markets of the Umted 
States it realized that it must first of all smash-utterly smash
the citrus growers' union of California. Why? Because the citrus 
growers' union has wiped out all speculators, all brokers. It deals 
tlirectly with the jobber. It has its own salaried salesmen on every 
market in the world. It sells almost from farm to table-or straight 
into the bands of the jobber who caters to the retailers. Whereas 
the Lemon T1 ust of Italy is purely a speculative concern. In the 
days before there was a California citrus league to deal direct with 
buyers the fruit brokers of New York have depressed prices by throw
ing a glut of Italian fruit suddenly on the market, then buying up 
every box of available lemons and oranges in America. Then, presto, 
up leaped prices from 10 cents and 50 cents and $1 a box to $6 and 
$8 and $11 a box. Since the citrus growers of California formed 
their cooperative league to deal directly with the buyer such wild 
fluctuations of prices have been unknown. The ruling prlce has been 
created wholly and solely by supply and demand. Only two years 
ago, when the California supply of lemons had been exhausted, the 
Ita~ian lemon brokers of New York, in order "to jack up." prices, 
dehberately shipped out ot the country a c1trgo of 800,000 pounds. 

Now, the citrus growers o! Italy had se-veral very important advan
tages over the citrus growers ot the Southwest. 

They not only got "rebates" on auctions, whlch were against the 
law, and "rebates" on steamship freights, which were contrary to 
law but could not be punished~ but they also received "J'ebates" from 
the customs, owing to alleged aecay. It. has been usual, and rightly so, 
for the United States customs to allow " rebate ,. of duties charged on 
all fru.its that subsequently showed decay. Oddly enough the samples 
of Italiai:i fruits examined by the customs ap1;>raiser ran such a high per
centage m decay that Collector Loeb investigated. It was found that 
as much as 200,000 in a few months had been allowed as " rebate " 
duty on decayed fruit, when the f.ruit was not decayed at all. 

The next advantage possessed by the Foreign Fruit Trust was in the 
way of freight tarifl's. The freight rate on California citrus-oranges 
and lemons-runs 82 to 84 cents plus refrigeration and precooling 
charges, or. say, about 90 cents a box to points east of the Rockies. 
The freight rate from Italy to points east of the Rockies runs 30 cents 
less 6 cents of a "rebate" on all shipments over 1,000 boxes. 

Yet another point. Wages in Italy are only one-thud wages in California. 
Now, to equalize conditions Caliiornia had asked duties of 1~ cents 

a pound on lemons, 1 cent a pound on oranges. If you figure out 330 
lemons to a box-fewer oranges--and 70 to 75 pounds to the box, the 
duty runs :from 3 to 4 cents a dozen. Has the price been pushed up by 
the duty for the eastern consumer? It bas uniformly ruled lower. 
There has been no mor~ sudden jumping of the price up from a few 
cents a box to $6 and ~8 and $11. Another point: In Canada citrus 
fruits enter duty :tree; yet the price of oranges and lemons rules in 
Canada a few cents a dozen-6 to 10-higher than in the United 
States. Why? Not the extra freight, for the freight rate ts the same 
from Calilornia to Montreal as from California to New York. Why. 
then, ls the price slightly higher In duty-free Canada than in the 
United States with duties of 1 cent and li cents a. pound? Because in 
Canada the prices are controlled by the fruit brokers' rings and the 
Foreign Trust. In the United States as long as the citrus grower deals 
dir~tly with the buyer, eliminating s'peculatora' profits, the price is kept 
pm:ely on a basis of supply and demand. High prices rule only during 
seasons when frosts have touched the groves, and these seascms of 
high prices sneh as th~ current year of 1912-13 is bound to be, are 
only a third the high prices formerly prevailing under the manipulation 
of the Foreign Fruit Trust. 

Now, I am not a high-tariff advocate, but a free trader ; but this 
strikes me as one of the exceptions that proves the rule. It strikes me 
as a lit~le anomalous that a; foreign fruit trust should set itseli to do 
three things to a purely domestic American industry : 

First. Jack up and control prices on one of the great staple necessi
ties of living. 

Second. Create "a slush fund" by illegal rebates to smash a growing 
American industry. 

Third. Write an agreement with a fl.rm of Wall Street lawyers to give 
them half that "slush fund" if they could "induce " Congress to re
move the duty equalizing conditions for California fruit growers as 
against Italiun. . 

Now for the funny features o:f the Foreign Fruit Trust's mampula
tions ' " Barkers " and " posters " began mysteriously to appear in 
such· summer resorts as Coney Island, Atlantic City, etc.J. calling on 
passers-by "to smash the California Fruit Trust." Pentlons were 
circulated through the crowd for signatures ai?a.inst the duty that pro
tected California fruit. An agent of the California cooperative union 
saw these petitions to Congress being signed by hundreds of young
sters-a foreign rabble--not over 10 and 12 years o! age. Now, if 
there is one thing the California citrus growers' league is not it ls a 
trust. Its selling is a direct transaction from producer to jobber, and 
it takes not a cent of profit to its managers, bot only a deduction for 
salaries, turning 97 per cent of the jobber's price back to the shipper, 
less the freight charges. Yet the "barkers" and "posters" repre
sented California fruit growers as a "trust." 

It is only fair to say that the attorney and representatives of 
the foreign dealers deny the accuracy of this statement, in 
some particulars, especially as to the size of the fund raised to 
influence legislation. But the size of the fund is not so ma
terial. That such a fund was raised, in the manner stated, and 
for the purpose indicated, can not be denied. And I um assured 
that it would have been larger if these conspirators against the 
best inter ests of our country had not fallen out among them
selves. I t is in this way and for this purpose that the effort 
to arouse public sentiment has been carried on and the aid of 
politicians seeking votes procured. 

The temptation for some Members of Congress to contend for_ 
free lemons is great in some quarters, notably in some of the 
New York congressional districts, and, in fact, in the whole 
State of New York, because of the large Italian vote there 
which can be easily reached by this means. · There are other 
sections in tills country where similar conditions exist and 
where like results may be reached by favoring the countrymen 
of this class of voters. It may mean the gain or loss of a con
gressional district ' or a whole State in more than one of the 
States in the Union. 

I am not here to say that any Member of Congress, in this 
body or elsewhere, would submit to this temptation. But any 
Senator who· will take the pains to investigate the whole sub
ject with a Yiew of arriving at the truth will be forced to the 
conclusion that there is no just or even plausible reason for 
reducing the tariff on lemons other than that of political gain 
to individuals or to a political party. 

The extent to which tribute was laid upon lemons imported 
into this country to raise the funds to employ lobbyists and 
influence action in favor of free lemons 1n the interest of the 
importer of the foreign product is more clearly shown by an 
ex.tract I ha.Te taken from a letter of a man interested in the 
sale of lemons in the New York market to my predecessor iit 
office, Hon. Frank P. Flint. The letter was written January 11, 
1911. In it he says: -

Now as to the article which appeared recently in McClure's Maga
zine, that any r eader would know is a.n output of the importers and 
paid for by them. As I advised you under date of June 25 last, the 
importers levied an assessment of f> cents per box on every box of 
foreign· lemons to create a fund which they aimed to so expend as to 
secure legislation that would reduce the present tariff on lemons, and 
the amount collected to date now amounts to.t...in round figures , between 
sixty and seventy-five thousand dollars. Tne special committee in 
charge of this fund is Seortine, Dominici, and Zito, who have employed 
Messrs. William C. Beers and Hauis-0n Osborne, both located in this 
city, to disburse said fund in any way they think advisable without 
rendering an account therefor. It was under the supervision of these 
last two men that this magazine article was manipulated, and up to 
date out of this 5-cents-per-box fund there has been turned over to 
these gentlemen, Beers and Osborne, a total of about 23,000. On the 
9th instant there was a meeting of the Fruit Importers' Union, and 
some of the members called upon Beers and Osborn for au accounting 
of the money turned over to them, and they replied by saying that their 
agreement was that they should make no accounting whatsoever, and 
they declined to do so. Funds are advanced to Beers and Osborn in 
lump sums of two, three, or five thousand dollars. I will note here that 
effort was first made to get the Outlook fo publish the article which 
appeared in McClure's. but the Outlook refused to publish it. 

I suppose Senators are fully aware that Osborne and Beers 
have been carrying out their part of the bargain by which this 
great industry of my State was to be sacrificed in the interes~ 
of foreigners, for they have been lobbying he1·e diligently and 
persistently for months for free lemons. Near the close of the 
last Congress they did get lemons on the free list in the House, 
but they were saved in the Senate. It was learned before this 
time that the lemon importers of New York and the exporters 
of Palermo had organized to bring about a reduction of tha 
tariff on lemons and, if possible, remove the tariff entirely. 
They were most active in this effort. In addition to the raising 
of funds necessary to carry on the campaign by levying on 
every box of lemons imported: and the employment of lfrbbyistsf 
as I have stated, they stamped on every box of their lemons 
" If lemons were free of duty this box would cost yon $1.20 
less." This was a plain falsehood, and known to be so, because 
the full tariff on lemons was only $1.12 a box. But aside from 
this, we have ample and unanswerable proof that the claim wa~ 
not made in good faith. No one believed that the whole or 
probably any part of the tariff would go to the consumer in 
the way of cheaper lemons. This last winter the California 
crop of lemons was mostly destroyed by an unusual and de
structive frost. As a result very few domestic lemons went to 
New York and other eastern cities. It practically gave the 
market to the foreign product, just as it will if the proposed 
r eduction of the tariff becomes a law. What was the result? 
The following table giving the quantity of foreign lemons de
livered in the New York market and the prices received shows : 

No~.1, 1909, to June 17, 1910. · · · · ···- -- ·· ···· ·· ··- · ·· · ·· · · 
Nov. 1, 1910, to June 17, 1911 • . ...••.• . .• .. .. .• . . -· ..... . - . 
Nov. I, 1911, to June 17, 1912_ .... . . -· ........ -- ....... . .. . 
Nov.1, 1912, to June 17, 1913 . ------ · --··· · ·----·······--·-

Boxes. 

938,210 
884,456 
987, 270 

1,139,164 

Price 
per bUY. 

l2. 74 
3.29 
2. 71 
4.36 

It will be noticed that because of the short crop in Cali
fornia from November 1, 1912, to June 17. 1013, there wns nn 
increase of foreign lemons O\er the highest number of any -pre
vious year for the same time of 150,000 bo~es, nml the price 
to the consumer was increased $1.65 a box.. This sho"\\s how 
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the lemons will be $1.20 a box cileaver if the 0alifornia lemons 
are dri.-en out of the market b) an unjust tariff as they were 
temporarily by cold weather. But the work of the enterprising 
foreign dealers did not stop with the efforts I have diselosed. 
They raised the cry that the high tariff was robbing the sick 
and the poor, and that it was being done at the instance of a 
powerful trust amongst the fruit growers in California. This 
cry was echoed on the floors of Congress. When it was . de
clared with melting sympathy that the high price of lemons 
to the sick in the hospitals 'was caused by the tariff, and these 
unfortunates should be protected by Congress, an investigation 
was instituted in 15 of the largest hospitals in the city of 
New York to see how this might be. The number of patients 
in each and the number of boxes of lemons used for the year 
preYious was ascertained, and it was shown that they had 
used four-fifths of 1 lemon a year for each patient. It ii!! only 
just to say that this include.d day patients as well as morn per
manent ones. But if we .exclude them, possibly the hospitals used 
on an average 1 full lemon a year for each of its patients. 

I may call attention to another effort of the foreign dealers 
to accomplish what they were striving for. At Brighton Beach, 
N. Y., and, as was stated by the men engaged in it, at other 
places a strenuous effort was made to secure signers to peti
tions to Congress for fre~ lemolli!. At one of the stands in the 
crowd flaming red posters were posted containing the following: 

(Poster.) ' 
The high cost of living concerns you ! 

A peti t ion to Con~ress asking for the repeal of the duty on lemons. 
California produces 40 per cent of the supply of lemons used in the 

United States. The Payne-Aldrich tariff bill put a duty of .$~ .. 20 !'.!er 
box on lemons, which is a big advantage to the Le;mon Trust rn ma1!1-
taining tlie present high prices. Lemons are absolutely neede~ m 
yarhms ways. for medicine, food, and fiavoring purposes. The md~
pendent dealers m·e trying to have the present tar!ff repealed, and •. if 
:mccessfw, are pledged to· reduce the cost accordmgly, thus makrng 
lemons cheaper. 

T hey want your assistance in tbeir efforts and respectfully ask you 
to sign the petition to Congt·f'ss to take this burden some duty off an 
article that is an everyday. necessity. 

Sign the petition for lower priceli1. 
Men employed for the p1{rpose were on hand with bundles of 

petitions, as follows: 
{Petition.) 

-------, 1911. 
To the House of Repre$etitative.a of the Uni ted States, Washington, D. 0.: 

GEXTLE ME:N": We, yom.· petitioners·, residents of ---,.respectfully 
request the repeal of the burde.nsome duty on lemons which was en
acted by the Payne-Aldrich l;lill into a law, 1!t tlle expense of th~ 
great masses of population on the Atlantic seaboard, for the purpose
of doubling the wealth of 10 or a down millionaires of California and 
also for the purpose of paying the wages. of tens of thous~mds ~f 
Japanese soldiers who exclusively monopolize the labor of the Call
fot·nia lemon orchards, thus depriving American laborers of - oppor
tunity of labol' and wages. 

Respectfully, yoursr ---~. 
In this way signers to the petiUQnS, many of '\Tl,lom were 

children, were obtained to be forwarded to Congress; how many 
I ·do not know. · 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. Mr. President--
The VIOE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from California 

yield to the Senator from Arkansas? 
Mr. WORKS . . I do. 
l\Ir. CLARKE of Ark:rnsa~. May I ask the Senator from 

California whether or not he has a table showing the price 
received by the California lemon growers for their boxes of 
lemons and the price at which the same boxes are sold in the 
eastern market? 

l\fr. WORKS. The tables I shall submit will include all of 
those things. I am endeavoring to cover the whole ground. 

1Ur. CLARKE of Arkansas. The statement has been made 
that when the rate on lemons was increased in the Payne
Aldrich bill the railway companies immediately added an 
equirnlent amount to the .freight charge for transporting lemons 
from California to the eastern seaboard for consumption. Is 
that true or not, within the knowledge ·of the Senator? 

l\Ir. WORKS. If the Senat-0r had honored me with his pres
ence, he would know that I have co-rered that whole subject. 

l\Ir. CLARKE of Arkansas. It may be due to the fact that I 
was out of the Senate Chamber. 

l\lr. WORKS. I have covered the subject just as fully as I 
know how, giving the exact facts.- I am i:loing the best I can 
to disclose the whole situation. · 

These varied and persistent efforts of lobbyists and others 
had their effect. Some people, even in Congress, began to believe 
~t least some of the- mendacious things they said. On August 
3, 1911, an amendment was offered to the tariff bill then pend
ing placing lemons on the free list. It was .offered by the chair
man of the Committee on Ways and Means. It was solemnly 
asserted in support of the amendment that the tariff had been 
increased "at the demand of the . California Lemon Trust"; 
that is was "just about as clear an example of the giving of 

special privileges by tariff rates as it is possible to obtain"; 
that lemons to many people of foreign birth and descent are a 
necessary of life ; and that " the only purpose of the increase of 
the tariff was to raise the price of lemons in the markets of 
the East and increase the profits of the California Lemon Trust." 
These assertions could not yery well have been further from the 
truth. The increase was not made on demand of the California 
trust. There is- no such trust, and never . has been. The in
crease was not made upon the demand or even at the request 
of the fruit growers of California or anyone interested in the 
industry in the State. I do not know whether lemons are a 
necessity to people of foreign bir th or not. On that question I 
give way to the superior knowledge of the gentleman who made 
the assertion, whose constituency is largely made up of Italians, 
who ha Te their own peculiar reason for wanting lemons on the 
free list in the interest of their countrymen. The amendment 
passed the House, but was defea,ted in the Senate. In confer
ence the House stood fi1\mly to their amendment. It was again 
asserted: 

It is goin~ to drive the Sicilian and the Italian lemon out of the 
American market, anc! the people of this country and the hospitals and 
eleemosynary institutions that rec.iuire lemons at-the sic~ bed are going 
to be placed in the hands of one ot the most drastic trusts that exists in. 
the United States. . 

Solemn words of warning, dire pre~ctions, and high-sounding 
claims of a. most "drastic trust" were these. But the warnings 
were not needed, the predictions were unfounded, and the asser
tion of a trust was untrue. 

But, Mr. President, the people who had misled good men into 
the belief by the influence of the .lobby, false petitions, and mis
representations that these things were actrt::illY' true were not 
ungrateful, although, tempora1ily at least, the efforts in their 
behalf had failed. 

As another potential me:rn.s of securing free lemons, the 
Italians of New· York foi'med a poiitical organization. It was 
known as the "National Italian Democratic League." This 
political organie;ation was prompt to show its appreciation of 
the efforts made ii:t the interest of· Importers of foreign lemons. 
It is said to have contributed large sums to the late Democratic 
campaign, but this I have not been able to verify. The league 
gave a magnificent banquet at the Waldorf-Astoi·ia within a 
few days after a. Democratic House had voted to remove the 
tariff on lemons. The chairman of the Commute~ on Ways 
and M-eans, who offered the amendment striking off the tariff, 

-was the guest of honor on that auspicious and delightful occa
sion, and other members of the Democratic Party, favorable 
to free lemcms, and also the chairman of the Democratic con
gressional committee and other distinguished Members of the 
House were not absent; and, last but not least, Mr. Harrison 
Osborne, the paid lobbyist already mentioned and with whom· -
doubtless the other gentlemen were well acquainted, was con-
spicuous on the happy occasion. · 

The gathering was presided o.-er by Giovanni Dominici, wbose 
name sufficiently indicates the place of his nativity and who 
happened to be one of the leading lemon importers and who, 
with many others present, was deeply interested in free lemons. 
I have here a beautiful picture of the assembly; it shows Mr. 

. Dominici as presiding and the distinguished chairman of the 
Ways and Means Committee as the guest o! honor on his right. 
If the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD were only an illustrated publication 
I would ask to have it inserted in connection with my remarks. 

Now, Mr. President, no one believes-certainly I do not-that 
any of these distinguished gent~emen present on this great occa
sion, and whose duty it was to legislate justly and without 
prejudice against the interests of my people, would a1low them-

. selves to be improperly influenced by this touching evidence of 
the regard and appreciation of the Italian importers for the 
men who had so valiantly striven in their interest. But, sir, 
on the face of it, it did look bad for the California. fruit growers. 
I am sorry it occurred. 
- The following interesting acccount of the banquet was given 
n the Fruitman's Guide, of New York, in its issue of August 
6 1911: 

, .ALLUrDEl\lOCRATS DINE-BANQUET IN HONOR OF 0. W. U ' DERWOOD AT 
WALDORF-SICILY LEMON IMPORTERS CREDITED WITH PULLING WIRES 
FOR LOWER LEMON TARIFF-DINNE R GIVEN IN A H U RRY. 

NEW YORK, A ugust 25, 1911. 
Sicily lemon importers and other Italian importing interests seemed 

in a hurry to pay their respects to members of t he Ways an d Means 
Committee of the House of Representatives, for they made OscAB W. 
UNDERWOOD, chairman of the committee, a guest of honor at the first 
annual dinner of their political organization, held in the Waldorf
Astorfa last Wednesday night. The pa1·ticular political organization 
of the Italian importers is styled the National Italian Democratic 
League. This dinner, it seems, was a decidedly hurried affair. It is 
stated that the whole affair was planned and executed inside of 48 
hours. It was originally intended to be In honor of all ·the Democratic 
members of the Ways and Means Committee, but Mr. UNDE RWOOD was 
the only one who got there. Several of bis colleagues in the House sat 
at the speaket's table, howeve·r .. 
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Giovanni DominlCl, one of the leading lemon importers of .the city 

and p1·esident of tbe Italian League, presided at the banquet. Besides 
he and Mr. NDERWOOD, there were present these Congressmen: C. Y. 
Fornes, of New York; F. E. WrLsox, of Brooklyn; JEFFEBSON M. LEVYI 
of New York; JAMES T. LLOYD, of Missouri, chairman of the Nationa 
Democratic Congressional Committee; Martin W. Littleton, of Longo 
Island; and W. I. McCOY, of New Jersey. Joseph Auerbach was one 
of the speakers. Among others f r·ese.nt were .ex-Justice Gildersleeve; 
Antonio Succa; Justice Russell, o specjal sessions; .G .. . Solari, president 
of the Italian Chamber of Commerce; S . . Sail ta, the lemon bi:oker; and 
former Coroner Peter Acitelli. 

OSCAR W. UNDERWOOD, the guest of honor, was the principal speaker. 
He made a speech whacking Ir. Taft for signing the . Payne tariff bill 
and turning down the bills offered by the Democrats in the extra ses
sion of Congress. He applauded the President's stand on reciprocity. 
The Italians cheered Mr. UNDERWOOD".S speech and the band playeu 
"Dixie." Mr. UXDERWOOD is from Alabama. 

There were several members in the trade who received invitations 
to attend, but who found at the last moment that they could not 
possibly g-o. In view of the fact that some secrecy atti!nded tbe 
hurried plans for the dinner, and because of the fact that a strong 
working interest is active for a further redaction in the duty on 
Sicily lemons, certain members of the trade are busy attaching unusual 
significance to the entertainment provided for the Democrats. It is 
openly asserted that the Italian element here is looking to the Demo
cratic party for help, and that wires are being palled in the hope of 
action at the next session of Congress on the lemon tariff. Importers 
generally deny the imputation expressed in the conviction of the trade. 
The National Italian Democratic League is less than one year old, 
but it seems to be more or less of a mighty precocious infant. 

I protest eamestly against making this great industry of my 
State the \ictim of selfish partisanship or the greed for political 
gain. If it can be shown to the satisfaction of any Senator 
who desires to act wholly upon the facts as they exist that the 
present tariff should be reduced as a matter of right and justice, 
I have nothing to say against his action in voting against this 
tariff. That being shown to his satisfaction, it is. not only 
his right but his plaiti duty to vote for a reduction of the 
tariff. As I said in the beginning, the question is one of right 
and justice and not of politics or expediency, and should be 
so treated. 

REVE~UE TO THE GOVEJU:Sl\IE:ST, 

I pass now to the question of re\enue to the Government. So 
long as the Government is dependent for its revenue on a tariff 
on foreign imports no tariff that is supplying it in part with 
the needed support should be taken off unless it is doing injus
tice to some on.e. If the home industry does not need protection 
and the imposition of the tariff has the effect to increase the 
price of the commodity, the Government might well surrender 
the revenue for the common good and make it up some other 
way. But I have shown, I think conclusively, that there is no 
such reason in this case. No resident of this country has been 
injured by the increase in the tariff on lemons and no one would 
be benefited in the slightest degree by its reduction. On the 
other hand, to take off or materially reduce the tariff will 
destroy the industry in this country, throw thousands of em
ployees out of work, and put us at the mercy of the foreign 
producers. The experience of the Government under the differ
ent tariff laws shows that under the first three years of the 
last enactment, ln1own as the Payne-Aldrich la~, the increase of 
re\enue from this source was 37.1 per cent above the annual 
average revenue collected under the Dingley Act. 

The following table shows the amount realized under the 
different tariff laws from the tariff on lemons from 1898 to 
1912, inclusive: 
Imports of lemons ente·red for consumption in the U11ited States during 

11ea1·s ended June 30, 1898 to 1910, inclusive. 

Year ended 
June 30-=- Rate o! duty. Quantity 

(pounds). Value. Duty. 

18981 .... -··· ... 1 cent per pound ... --· 133,347,050 $2, 521, 985. 32 Sl,333, 470. 50 
185}9 l ...•.....•...... do ................ 208, 634, 448 4,399, 160. 72 2, 086, 344. 48 
10001 ................ do ................ 159,384,389 3,655,946.8.5 1,593,843.89 
19011 ..•............. do ................ 148,33.4,112 3,5161877.29 1,483,341.12 
19021 .... _ ........... do..... .... ....... 162, 962, 091! 3,318, !108. 82 1,629, 63Q. 92 
19031 ................ do . . ·-············ 152,775,867 3,0 7,244.22 1,.527,758.67 
19041 ...•......... . .. do ... - ............ 164,042,415 3,507,679.55 1,640,424.15 
19051 ............ .... do ................ 139,079,003 2,904,975.44 1,390,790.03 
19061 ................ do ................ 138,689,148 2,934,195.34 1,386,891.48 

~r~:::::::::::: :: :::~:::::::::::::::: m.:m~,·~.
3

~ i:,!i:,m:~8 u~::g~g~ 1,351, 758.88 
19102 {··· ·do ......... · ....... 834,921,762 729,336.85 349,217.62 

··········· l!centsperpound .. .. 4125,620,672 2,407,126.15 1,884,310.25 
1~~~~~:~~~~~!"--~~~~ 

Totall910. -·..... .. ... . ... .. ..... . 160, 54-2, 434 3, 136, 463. 00 2, 233, 527. 87 
1911 ............ l~centsperpound ... . 134,957,306 2,985,393.47 2,024,356.48 
1912 ................ -.do ................ 1.45,622,842 3,368,4 9.97 2,184,342.68 

1 Imports and Do ties; 1894 to 1907, by W. W. Evans, compiled under the direction 
of t?-e Committee ·on Ways and ·Means; from annual reports on commerce and na.vi
gat10n. 

2 Dapartment or Commerce and Labor, Bureau or Statistics. Imported merchan
dise entered for consumption in·the United States, and duties collected thereon 1908 
1909 and 1910. · ' ' 

a July 1 to Aug. 5, 1900; act Gf 1897. 
•Aug. 6, 1909, to June ZO, 1910; act of 190'.). 

L--169 

l\lr. NORRIS. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from California 

yield to the Senator from Nebraska.? 
Mr. WORKS. I yield. 
Mr. NORRIS. In connection with what the Senator has said, 

before he starts off on the subject of revenue, I wish to a.sk 
him if he has considered tl::e advisability of calling the atten
tion of the committee that is now investigating the lobby to 
the particular lobby that the Senator mentions? 

l\lr. WORKS. The matter has been called to the attention of 
the committee by some one, not by me; and l\lr. Powell, who has 
been mentioned here as representing the fruit growers in 
California, has been before the committee and has been ex
amined. I do not know whether they have reached the other 
side of the question or not. 

Mr. NORRIS. I had particular reference to the men the 
Senator mentions who were engaged in the importation of 
lemons, and ':fho, for the purpose of advocating free lemons, 
were raising a contribution on all the lemons imported. 

Mr. WORKS. I had understood, not directly from the com
mittee, but indirectly, that Mr. Osborne and Mr. Beers, the tw6 
principal gentlemen I have mentioned, had been subpcenaed to 
appear before the committee, but my understanding is that 
they ha \e not yet been examined. 

Mr. NORRIS. It seems to me that the facts disclosed by the 
Senator would well warrant an investigation of more impor
tance than a great deal of the lobby matter that has been 
im·estigated. 

1\lr. WORKS. I think the Senator is right about that. I 
think there never -was a worse case of lobbying than that which 
has been carried on against the lemon industry in California. 

So if Congress shall take off two-thirds of the tariff on for
eign lemons we will lose that proportion of the $2,000,000 a 
year in re\enues and recei\e absolutely nothing in return unless 
home-grown lemons are driven out of the market. This can 
hardly appeal to the belie\ers in a tariff for revenue only, and 
certainly it should receive no support from any Senator who 
belie\es in a protectiv-e tariff. 
OTHER A.LLEGED REASO~S WHY 'l'HE LEMO~ GROWERS OF C.ALIFOR~IA 

SHOULD NO'!' BE PROTECTED, 

Ur. President, I submit that I have already shown that the 
lemon industry of Califomia needs and is justly entitled to the 
protection given it by the existing tariff; but the emissaries 
of the foreign producers and those engaged in the h·affic in 
foreign lemons in this counh·y have endeavored to prejudice 
home growers and dealers in the minds of Members of Con
gress and the public by various misleading and unfounded 
charges. For example, they have circulated stories, and they 
ha\e been repeated on the floors of Congress, that the Cali
:Eornia fruit growers employ oriental servile labor only, that 
they can not now and never will be able to supply the market 
in this country, and therefore any tariff that will keep foreign 
lemons out of the market will deprive the people of their use 
entirely, and that the lemon industry in the State is a great 
Fruit Trust held and controlled by rich men. 

I know from my own personal knowledge that these charges 
are unfounded. I happen to live in the very midst of the 
greatest citrus-fruit growing section of the world, and have 
lived there for 30 years, and have seen the industry grow from 
almost nothing to the magnificent proportions it has now as
sumed. So, Mr. President, as to the general condition and 
nature of ftuit growing and marketing in my State, the people 
employed in the industry, and the importance of it not only 
to my own State, but to the whole Nation, I do not speak from 
hearsay only, but from my own personal h.'Ilowledge and obser
vation covering all these years, and practically the history and 
growth of the industry from the very beginning. But I am 
not going to ask the Senate to take my word for what I say 
here. I am able to prove what I assert by unanswerable evi
dence-from facts that can not be refuted or denied. 

Let me call the attention of the Senate first to the charge 
that the California fruits are produced by 01iental labor. If 
this were so, it 'vould not affect the justice of the claim of the 
growers to a protective tariff; but it is true only in a very lim
ited degree. The conditions in California are peculiar and can 
not be understood readily in States where the ·e conditions do 
not prevail. FaFmers and horticulturists in the State hti\e been 
compelled by these conditions, against tlleir own will and de
sire, to employ Chinese and Japanese labor to carry on u part 
of their work because no other hell) in certain Ih1es of work 
could be had uncler any circumstances or at any price. '£hey 
have used e\ery means reasonably nn1.ilnhle to secure aud hold 
native help. The larger growers bm·e l.rni It comfortable nun 
attractive dormitories, lodging and l>oanlil1g houses, rendiug 
rooms, and separate cottages for families. 'l'llis ll::is attracted 
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more and more American laborers ·to the fruit ranches, and the 
foreign element has gradually grown less and less and is con
fined now almost entirely to the more servile and poorest paid 
kinds of labor. 

I have called for and obtained statistical data on this branch 
of the subject that establishes clearly what I ha-re said as to 
the limited number of foreign laboreFs now being used in pro
ducing and preparing the fruit for market. One of the gratify
ing features of the work is that in the packing houses which are 
maintained in the country and contiguous to the groves, suit
able employment is afforded to hundreds of American women 
outside of the cities, and many country homes and families are 
supported and maintained in this way. 

The San Diego Fruit Co., to which I have already referred, 
has furnished me a table showing the amounts paid by that 
company to native · and foreign laborers. It is interesting and 
refutes the charge that the California fruit is produced by for
elgn and P-Oorly paid labor. It is as follows:· 
Statement of cash wages paia to white labor and Japaneae labor for 

year 1910, b11 San Diego li'mit Oo., National Oity, Oal. 

Month. 

J"anuary. ····························--······· ••• ··-··. 

~:~:::: ::: :::: ::::::::: :: ::::::::: :.: : :: : : : : : : : :: : : 
. ~~~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
J"une ____ .••••..•.••..•••..•..•. _ .•.• ···- ••..... _ ... ·-·. 
July .. - - --···--· ·•·•·••••• ····---- ..•..•.. - -- . ·- .....• -
,August .•••.••••••••••••. ··-···- •••• ···- - •••••.••• -.·--. 
September ..••••••••••.•...• ---- .•••.•••.•.•.••. __ ..... 
Oclx>ber ....•. ····-~-- ..••.•••••••..••. _. __ ..••••••..... 
November-----·--···········--············-··········· 
December •••••••••••......•..........••••••••...•••••. 

White labor. 

S5,031.61 
5,586.07 . 
6 484. 66 
6,287. 78 
6,003.68 
6,303. 77 
3,847.49 
4,l74. 75 
3,i82.oo 
3, 763. 76 
5,L50.07 
5,544.17 

61,450. 71 

Japanese 
labor. 

$2,186.67 
2,484.12 
2,507. 25 
1,680. 69 
:t,500. 64 
1,303.4-9 
1,094.10 
l_,l~-~ 
1,071.18 
1,573. 69 
1, 716.86 
2;715.01 

21,021.12 

This shows that about two-thirds of the amount paid for 
labor is paid for American help in that county. But taking the 

·.whole State, carefully prepared statistics show, as I have 
stated, that there are employed in the citrus industry in Cali
fornia 25,000 people, of whom only 3,500 are orientals. This 
shows a little less than one-se-renth of oriental labor devoted 
to the citrus industry. 

I have also secured from the Citrus Protective League a 
more full and complete tabulated statement, c@vering the south
ern California field and Tulare County, which shows the 
approximate number of orientals employed in the groves and 
packing houses at the height of the season: 
'.Approa:imate number of oriental laborers empl011ed in cit1·us oro'Des and 

packing houses at height of season. 

Redlands-Highlands territory ------------------------------- 300 
San Bernardino, Colton, Rialto, Etiwanda, and Cucamonga____ 275 

, Riverside districL--------------------------------------- 499 
: Upland-Ontario-Cucamonga district-------------------------- 400 
· fl'erritory from Pomona to Glendora---~--------------------- 294 
Covina territorY--------------------------------------- 55 
'Azusa-Glendora district, not included above------------------- 295 
Duarte-Monrovia territory------------------..,.----------~-- 40 
Semi-Tropic Fruit Exchange territory (Los Angeles County)____ 338 

~;~n~ief:~~i~~::::::==::::::::==:::::::::::==::::::::::::: ii~ 
·X:~i~ri~~~1!i.tycaUD."tY:==================================== 2~g 
Tulare County-------------------------------------------- 200 

Total----------------------------------------~----- 3,362 

Mr. CLAPP. Will the Senator pardon me for an inter
ruption? 

1\fr. WORKS. Ce1'tainly. 
1\fr. CLAPP. Is the Senator prepared to state-I see the 

table does not-whether there is any difference in the wages 
pnid to the American and oriental laborers? 

Mr. WORKS. My understanding is that there is no differ
ence in wages paid, except where the labor performed is 
difrerent. 

Mr. OLA.PP. I mean for the same labor. , 
Mr. WORKS. For the same labor the same wages are paid. 
The claim that thio country can not produce enough lemons 

to supply the home n:.arkets is equally without foundation. At 
the present time tlle domestic supply is about 54 per cent of 
the total consumption, and the percentage has been steadily in
creasing year by year. I hnve touched •ery generally on the 
subject in the course of these remarks. I desire now to meet 
this claim specifically and by data that will show its complete 
falsity. In support of my position I now submit, first, a table 
showing the total consumption of lemons in this country for the 
fiscal years 1903 to lf>12, inclusive. This table is based on the 
imports of lemons pl ll..! the total domestic production. 

' 
Total consumption of lemons in the United .States, 1908 to 1.!)1?., inclusive. 

Year ending June 30- Quantity 
(pounds). no:x:es.1 

1903 .. ··············-······-·············-··-·······---
1904 .•••• - ••••••••.•••••.••.•••.••••••••••.•..•••.••..• 

204, 981, 912 
236, 975, 221 
228,472,321 
239, 599, 002 
243,037, 706 
286,899,353. 
2 0,954,450 
295, 456, 768 
300, 356, 524 
305, 423, 146 

2, 733,092 
3,159,670 
3,046,298 
3,194,653 
3,240, 503 
3,825,324 
3, 746,059 
3,939,424 
4,004, 754 
4,072,309 

1905 ..• ·--········----·-······-·········----··········-

i~:~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
1908- .. ·········-·-·----·······-----··--··------······· 
1909. ·······--··-·······-···········---·······-·-·---·-
1910 ... ·--·---· .... ··••····· ·--··-- ................... . 
1911 ....... -- - - -..... - ··••· - ...••••. - - - - .............. . 
1912 ..•... - . - - - ...... - -- - .••...••••••••. - ..•.. - ..... -- . 

1 Estimated 75 pounds of fruit each .. 

I now submit al o a table showing the yield of lemons per 
acre in boxes for the years 1906-7 to 1910-11, covering from 
3,603.6 to 6,137.4 acres. The yields are based on the total 
acreage shipped through 29 associations or individual shippers. 
It includes the shipments of several hundred growers. The as
sociation or account number is given in the first column. next 
the number of acres, and then the number of boxes shipped each 
year and the average for the five-year period. 

It is as follows : 
Yiela of lemons per acre, 1JJ06-7 to 1910-11, inclusive. 

Account. 

No.2 .•....••.•.•.... 
No.3 ....•.••....••.. 
No.6 •.••............ 
No.8 ........... -... . 
No.12 .............. . 
No.14 .............. . 
No.16 .............. . 
No.18 •. ·-·········-
No.29 ... -······--·--
No.31 •....... - ..... . 
No.32 .............. . 
No.au .. ·-··········· 
No.37 .. ----·-······
No.3 -·-··-·······-· 
No.39 ............ -.. 
NQ.40 ...••......•.•. 
No.43 ..•..•..•.... _. 
No.44 .............. . 
No.47 .....•....... __ 
No.48 ..•...••.. ·--·· 
No.58 ....•.. : ..... _. 
No.59.·-··-···-···--
No.60 ..... _ ........ . 
No.61 ......•........ 
No.62·--········-·--
No.63 .............. . 
No. 64 ••••••••• -••••.. 
No.65 ........•..••.. 
No.66·-···-········· 

19HH1 

Acreage. 

30 
• 120 

437 
140 
195 
119 

85 
675 
100 
200 

1 
188.9 
&12 
180 
4f11 
300 
211 
141.5 
110 
238 
30 
15 
42 

344 
213 
no 
200 
418 
55 

Shi_p
ments. 

Boxes. 
4,485 

32, 2129 
7Z,500 
20,871 
29,474 
29,625 

. 15,527 
109,203 
13,200 
17,317 

100 
44 654 

2rn:522 
24,236 
68,000 
75,271 
30, 253 
35,866 
31,943 

109,033 
4,816 
2,382 

19,466 
60,000 
72,189 
11,424 
40,569 
94,387 
10; 752 

1909-10 1908-9 

A~reage. 
Ship-

men ts. Acreage~ · ments. 

Bou11. Boxes. 
30 6,402, 30 ~,077 

120 2.8,842 120 29, 786 
302 57,944 191 25,596 
140 20, 15 140 28,350 
168 14,073 186 21,315 
114 25,192 114 24,084 

93 8, 744 ·---······ 104 25,376 116 28,177 
100 6,800 150 19, 200 
80 6, 792 45 2,827 

-· · · i.50: i · · · · 46; 465 · · · · · ioo: i · · · · · 56; si& 
800 176, 587 760 204, 716 
180 13, 599 180 23, 585 
380 36, 637 400 57, 649 
300 114, 767 300 104, 528 

129 ·--28;576" .... i45-·· .... 3~;366 
110 36, 192 110 42, 120 

· · -· -ao · · -----2; 252 · -· · · · ao .. · · · · · -1; 98i 
---··42··· ····9;9.30" ..... ii ....... i5;26.i 

34.0 38, 461 340 55, 538 
213 61, 919 370 109, 354 

-.. · 225·· .. -·34;i27" .... 225- -- .... 36;356 
418 95, 270 418 73, 370 

Total.......... 6, 137. 4 i, 2V6, 294 4, 568.1 895, 76:2 4, 563.1 1, 008, 052 
Average ...... - • - ... __ ... 211. 2 196.1 220. 9 

1907-8 1906-7 

Ship- Acreage. Ship-
ment.a. men ts. 

Account. 

---------
Baus. Boxes. 

~~: trn ~:: -~~j · ~~ :~~-·jj :rnirniw~~i· ~ :: : :'.~::: ; : : ::~~: : ;; : ~ ::; ;; : :~:~; 
No.16 ___ ···········-·············-····-·- ····-····· -·--··-··- ····-····· -···--··-· 
No. 18 ...•••.•...•••.• -----···········-··· 101 24., 716 77 lB,638 

~~:~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: .... ~~--- ··-~~:~. ····~·-· .... ~:~~ 
No.32 .•.•...•.......•.•..•.... -----··-··· -·-···---· -····--··· --········ ···---··-· 
No. 36 ....•. ·-·····-······················ 150.1 44,613 150.1 36,020 
No.37 ...•...•••.••....•.•.••.......•..... 710 150,719 650 94,469 
No. 38 .... _ ...•.•••...•••..••..•. --- ····-. 180 32,830 180 29,621 
No. 39.................................... 410 64,415 375 39,332 

~~: !L:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ---·~~--- ·-·~~~~ ..... :~---. 68,506 
No.«---································· 145.5 22,4';'3 104.5 14,072 

~~: :~::::::::::::::::::::::::: ::::::::::: .. --~~--. -.. ~:: :~~ .. -.. ~- ..... -~::~~~ 
No. 58._.................................. 30 4,690 10 569 
No. 59.·-·············-··················· --~······ .......... ----······ ......... . 
No. 60 .•. ---·-·····--···-·········-······- 42 12,403 M 11,484 

~~: ~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ··--~~·-· ---~~~~!. ·--·~~·-- ----~~~~~~ 
No. 64.·-····················-············ ·····----· ··-------· -·-······· ···----··· 
No. 65---·····························-·-· 418 4.6,469 418 3 ,567 
No. 66 .• --·······················--·--···· -······--· -----····· -··-----·- ------··-· 

I~~i8:::::::::::::::::::::::::::: --~: ~~~ ~ -
Five-year average, boxes per acre 196.2. 

702, 929 
1 7.1 

3,603.6 537,43i 
149.1 

'• 
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It will be noticed that fte average for the several years, taken 

separately, is from 149.1 to 220.D boxes per acre, and that the 
a Yerage of the who1e for the five years is 196.2 boxes per acre. 
It should be noticed, also, that the number of acres has in
crea ed in ca e of these 29 fruit ranches from 3,603 to 6,137 
acres. This results in part from the fact that some of the 
orchards came into bearing after the year 1906-7, and in others 
the ncreage was increased as the years pas ed. 

Another table shows the following i·esult more briefly and 
conci ely stated : 

Yield of l emons per acre, 1906-7 to 1910-11, inclusive. 

Boxes. 

Year 

Hl0&-7 ....••.•.......•.•.......•.•........... 
1007-8 ....•••............................... 
190S-9 ...... .. ............................ . . . 
1009-10 ..... : .......•.•..•.••.....•.....•... • 
19'10-11 ..•.. . •...•...• .•..•...•..•.....•...• . 

£-ye::i.r average .. . ..................... . 

Acres. 

3, 603.6 
3, 756.6 
4,563.1 
4,568.1 
6, 137. 4 

4,525. 7 

Total. 

537,434 
702, 929 

1,008,052 
895, 762 

1, 296,294 

888,094 

Average 
per acra. 

14t). l 
187. l 
220.9 
196.1 
211. 2 

196.2 

The facts are Further established by the fo'llowing table of 
ncrc:tge and shipment of fruit: 
A creage and ihipments. in boa:es, of l emoris, with avemue shipmlilnts per 

acre, California, 1898-1910. 

Year. 

1 ~--··········· · ······ ··················· ·· 
I 99 ........................................ . 
l !iGO •••..•••••.•••••••••••••••••••••.••••••.. 
1901 ...........................•............. 
1902 .....••.•......••... ·•••·•····•· ....... . . 
19t13 .......•.......•...........•......•...... 
1§0-i ..•.••.•.•••.•.•••.•••••••••••••.••...•.. 
1!105 ...•• .•••.••.•... • .• ••.. •..• • .••..••..•.. 
1966 .......•................................. 
1907 .......•..•...•.••..•..•...•..•...•..•... 
190 · · ············· ················ ·········· 
1909 ........ .. ••.•.•.•. •••.. .....•...•.•.. ... 
1910 ........................................ . 

Acreage.I 

6,518 
7,458 
8,5111 

3 10,63.3 
15, 119 
14,412 

311, 496 
a 10, !!43 

11,512 
l2,W6 
16, 718 
18,439 
20,305 

Average 
Shi"Eomen~ shipments 
(in xes).2 per acre 

(boxes). 

3G3,800 55.8 
281,800 37.8 
451,liOO 83.0 
912,300 85.8 
878,€00 .'l8.1 
826,500 b7.3 
SCS,000 75.5 

1,33~,:;oo 121. 8 
1, 182, 200 102.2 
1,097,300 87. 7 
1,585,000 94.9 
2,0b7,072 111. 6 
1,€06, 752 79.1 

1 Acreag~ obtained by divfding toml number of tree.sin the State as reported by the 
Eta kl board of equalization by 75, the estimated average number of tr~ per acre. 

2 Shipments obtained from hrunber of cars gi\en in the offiolal Fruit World Record 
and multiplying by 31-2 boxes :per car ~or years 1898 to 1907, inclusive, 320 in 1908, 332 
in JPffl, and 33fi in 1910. 

a Number er trees in S1'n Diego Cqunty not re~rt,ed. lDL'l"ease or decrease was 
ave~d by taking preceding and following years figures. 

This gives us the number of boxes per acre that the California 
b .nds will produce. I call att:ention now to the amount of land 
in the State adapted to the growth of lemvns for the purpose of 
¥efuting the elaim made that this country is unable to produce 
enough lemons to supply the home demand. Here is a letter 
from one of the large growers in Ventura County, showing the 
lands available in that one county in southern California.: 

SA~TA PAULA, CAL., October 6, 1911. 
Mr, G. IIAOOLD POWELL, 

'1itnl~ Prntec-tive League, Los .Angeles, Cal. 
DE.ut Mn. POWELL : Replying to yours of tbe ~d instant inquiring 

as to the lemon plantings of the last three years t1.nd also as to the 
available lemon n.crea.ge in this county suitable for lemon planting will 
say that I have gone into this matter as carefully as my time would 
permit. and the f\gures show as nearly as I am able to get them that 
in 1909 there was planted in this ~ounty 731 acres; 1910, 390 acres; in 
1911, 200 acres; or a total of 1,321 acres. 

The available lemon territory in this county upon · which water either 
has been developed or can be readily develol)ed, and which ilaid land is 
.:omparatively 1."1:ee frolll frost and suitable to lemon culture, is about 
as follows: 

On the i!outh side of the ilanta Clara River, 20,000 acres ; on the 
north i!ide of the Santa. Clara River, 10,000 acres. 

There are now planted and in full bearing several orchards on the 
south side of the river, whic;h demonstrates tl!e feasibiJity of growing 
lemons there. These orchards have n ever been touched by frost and 
bear well ; in fact, ao frost-prevention metho<1s are used. On practi
cally all of this territory artesian water can be developed at a depth 
of from two to three hundred feet. 

The territory on the north side of the river includes the lands known 
as the Saticoy slope and extends to Ventura. Thes~ lands are also free 
from frost and are suitable to grow lemons upon, although ver·y few 
lemons have as yet been planted there. There is an abundance of water 
of gravity flow in the Santa Clara River to irrigate every acre on the 
tiorth side of the river. 

'£rusting this is the information whicb you desire, I am, 
Very truly, yours, 

C. C. TEAGUE. 

~Ir. Powell in a letter transmitting this letter of Mr. Teague 
to him says on this subject: 

I am inclosing a copy of a letter fi·om the Limoneira Co., setting 
forth the ac1·eage availlible f~!: lemon planting in Ventura County. 
From conversations which I have bad with Mr. Teague since this letter 

was sent I am convinced that his statement of the acreage is very con
servative. We have not yet completed the investigation of available 
lemon land, but up 'to date we find tbe fellowing a.vailal>le acreages : 
In the San Antonio district, including the area from Azusa to romona. 
:rnd including Covina also, there are available al>6ut 1,600 acres for 
planting; in the vicinity of Upland, including Ontario and Cucamonga, 
there are at least 10.000 acre~; in Riverside and vicinity. 2,500 acres; 
in "Ventura County, 30,000 acres; at Corona, 1,7GO ac1·es; Tulare County, 
9,000 acres of excellent lemon land and a· very much lar&er acreage that can 
be developed as the population increases ; making a total of 53,350 acres. 

I will give you figures a little later on Los Angeles County, which 
contains · several thousand acres, and San Diego County, which also 
~ontains several thousand acres. 

Since .Mr. Powell 's letter TI"as written, the facts with reference 
to the quantity of ai;ailnble lands suited to lemon culture in 
Caiifornia have been carefully gathered and put in tab:..llated 
form with the following result. The table follows. 

As tending to throw further light--
1\Ir. BRISTOW. If it will not in<:qnvenience the Senator, 

would he gi\e ns thn t result, if it is not lengthy'? 
Ur. WORKS. I was· endem·oring to !';ave all the time of the 

Senate I could, aud therefore I ],].ave been passing over these 
tables, but as the Sena tor from Kansas asks for it I will state 
the facts as shown by this table; it is not ve1:y long. 

Acreage of land ai:ailllble for lemon planting in CaHfornia. in 1911. 
San Antonio 'district, incfoding the region from Azusa to 

Pomona-----------------------------------------------Riverside and vicinity _______________________________ .:_ __ _ 
Upland-Cucamonga distrkL-------------------------------
Ventura CountY------------------------------------------Corona _________________________________________________ _ 

'l'ulare County -------------------------------------------San Diego County ___________ __________________ __________ _ 
Sllllta Barbara County ___________________________________ _ 
San Fernando Valley ____________________________________ _ 
Orange County __________________ ____ ____________________ _ 
Other districts in Los Angeles County ______________________ _ 

1, 600 
2, GOO 

10,.006 
30,000 
1,750 
9, 000 
4,000 
2,000 

20, Ot>O 
10,000 

5,000 

Total--------------~------------------------------- 95, 850 
l\Ir. BRISTOW. Mr. President--
The 'ICE PRESIDE... ~T. Does the Sen!ltor from Califor

nia yield further to the Senator from Kansas? 
Mr. WORKS. I do. 
Mr. BRISTOW. Th~t, as I understand it, is land that is 

under water or that can be put under 'v21.ter? 
Mr. WORKS. Certainly. If not it would not be arnilable 

for that purpose. Lemons can not be g1·own except \lpon irri
gated land in the State of California. 

As tending to throw further light on this branch of the sub
ject I submit, also, for the information of the Senate, a table 
showing the total e.."tports of lemons from Italy from 1898 to 
1911, and the proportion coming to the United States. The 
data is taken from official Italian statistics furnished by the 
United States Department of Agriculture. 

It ts as follows: 
E:rports •f lemon& fnm~ Italy, 1898 to 1911, inclusit-e. 

Calendar year emlcd Dec. 31-

1898 .....•.•.•..•.•.....••••••.•.•..... 
1899 . •..• .••.•••.•..•.••••••••.••••..•. 
1900 •....•.•.•..••••••••••••.•...•..... 
1901. ....•.......... ·•···••····· ..•.... 
1902 .......•..•...•...•.•.............. 
1903 .......•....•....•................. 
1964 ............••..•. .... ........ , .... 
lOOi ..•....••••••••••.••.•••••.•••.•.•. 
1906 ..•..••.•.••• • •••.•.••.....•.••..•• 
1907 ...•.....••.. ··•·····•············· 
1908 ........•.......................... 
1909 .... .•.• •.••••••••.•.•.••....•••..• 
1910 .......•••......••.•.........•.•... 
11111 ... . .......•....................... 

I 
Quantity. 

Pounds. 
32.'i, 604, 061 
369,473,041 
311,563,577 
368, 801, 294 
490, 053' 960 
459, 621, 020 
514,137, 472 
452, 903, 655 
55i, 524, 096 
559, 549, 378 
M0,~27,398 
564, 5Hi, 049 
569, 431, 646 
510, 206, 431 

Value. 

13,149,486 
3,234,489 
3, 000, 286 
3,228,610 
3,432,077 
3, 218,tl48 
3,600, 745 
3, 171, 99 
4,337,525 
4,408,635 
4,257, 229 
4, 447,811 
5,483,MO 
5,4§1,974 

Exports to 
the Unitej 
£tai~J 

Ptr 1e11t. 
41.3 
36.i 
29.2 
29.2 
3~.3 
31.2 
37.3 
32.1 
37.1 
37.8 
32.0 
29.4 
31. 5 
28.5 

Also, the following table showing the nmpber of boxes of lemons 
corning into New York from Italian ports for the years 1903 to 
1911, inclusive; and another showing the number of boxes and 
their weight received at the same port from the same source: 
Boa:es of lemons receiv~a in :z..-ew Yo1·1, tr'am Italian ports, 1903 to 1!111, 

inclttsii;e. 

Year ended Dec. 31-

19tl3 .....•..•...••••••• •....•. 
1904 .•• ·•••••·•·•••••·••······ 
1!:05 .••...••.••••••.•.•.•...•. 
1906 ••.. ·••••••·••••··••···•·· 
1907 .... ········•············· 
1903 .... ······················ 
1909 ........•................. 
1910 .... ··············•···· .. . 
1911 ......................... . 

P~lermo. 

1,506,850 
l,5&1,500 
1,298,2.10 
1,468,800 
1,647,925 
1,625,525 
1, 514, 375 
1,574, 075 
1,438,250 

Ports of export. 

Messina. 

339,000 
316, !!00 
98, 100 

159, 100 
101,400 
85,250 
2.975 

20.200 
162, 925 

Naples. I 
57,850 
71, 950 
35,600 
75, 600 

211.100 
117,350 
99, 350 

112,950 
62,625 

Total. 

1,903, 700 
1,970,350 
1,431,950 
1, 703,500 
1,960,425 
1,828, 125 
1,616, 700 
1,707,225 
1,663,800 
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In the ProvincP.s of Palermo and Syracuse 75 per cent of the lemons 
are exported and about 25 per cent are used in the manufacture of 
citrate of lime. In the Provinces of Messina and Catania 75 to 80 
per cent of the fruit is sometimes used in the manufacture of by
products, the remainder entering into the export trade. 
Bo:res, 1.oeight of fruit, and average weight of fruit per 00111 of lemons 

recei1:ed in, New York from Italian ports, 1903 to 1911. 

Calendar year ended Dec. 31-

19031 ..... ····•·······•·········•·•••··· 
1904 .....•••......... ..•.• : . ..••.•.•••.•. 
1905 .........•..••••.•..••.•••.•••.•••... 
1906 ..•.•.••••••••••••..••..••••••••••••• 
1907 .••.•••.•..•••• ••.••••.•••••••••••••• 
1908 ...•••.•... .•••••.. .•...•••••••.••.•. 
1909 •.••••••.••••••••...••••••••••••••••• 
1910 .... ·•···•···••·••···········•·····•· 
1911. .............•..................••.. 

Boxes. 

1,900, 700 
1,970,350 
1,431,950 
1, 703,500 
1,960,425 
1,828,125 

11,616, 700 
21, 702,225 

1,663,800 

Average net 
Weight or fruit weight of 

(pounds). fruit per 

129, 986, 250 
135, 961, 377 
104, 071, 443 
133, 742, 382 
147,472,044 
131, 151, 357 
117,981,693 
123' 862, 502 
115, 069, 578 

box. 

68.3 
69.0 
72. 7 
78.5 
75.3 
71. 7 
73.0 
12. a 
69.2 

. i Bulletin 160 B. P. I., lac. cit. 
2 Monthly Summary of Commerce and Finance of the United States, December, 

1910. 

These figures show conclusively that if California is protected 
1n her industry she will be able to supply the people of the 
United States with all the lemons needed, and that she will do 
so is apparent from the additional acreage planted to lemons 
each year. But if the tariff on lemons is taken off or materially 
reduced, the lands adapted to lemon growing, and which, in the 
interest of the whole country should be devoted to that purpose, 
will inevitably be applied to other uses more profitable but 
less important to the people generally. This is an industry 
that for the common good should be fostered and encouraged 
and not destroyed by unfriendly and unwise legislation. 

IS THE LEMON BUSINESS IN CALIFORNIA A TRUST? 

Now, Mr. President, what of the claim that the lemon in
dustry in California is a rich man's business and is con
trolled by a trust? Big business, working through great com
binations of wealth, stifling competition and destroying little 
business, has very justly become unpopular in this country. 
Therefore, when the politician or the demagogue wants to cast 
discredit upon any business or enterprise, he denounces it as a 
trust. The lemon industry in my State has not escaped this 
cha racter of unjust and unfounded assault. The advocate of 
free lemons for votes has raised this cry. It has been reiterated 
on the floors of Congress, whether maliciously and for political 
effect or through ignorance of the true facts and conditions I do 
not know. But for whatever purpose this assault has been 
made upon this great industry, or whatever the motives behind 
i t may be, I propose to show that the charge is utterly false 
and groundle s. I shall do this by disclosing to the Senate the 
conditions that exist in California as affecting the fruit in
dustry as clearly as I can, the manner in which the business 
is carried on, the nature and characteristics of the various co
operative associations and other organizations through which 
the bu iness is conducted, the necessity for such cooperation on 
the part of the growers, and from this demonstrate clearly to 
Senators that these so-called combinations are in no sense 
trusts or combinations intended to or which can control prices 
or prevent competition. 

As I have said in respect of the matter of wages so I say 
with respect to the general subject of growing and marketing 
fruit-the conditions are peculiar in California and not well 
understood. The fruit when ready for shipment is 3,000 miles 
away from its best ·and greatest markets, markets that it must 
reach if the business is to grow and succeed. The fruit is 
perishable and must be protected from the elements in its 
transportation and handled with the greatest care. The grower 
is compelled to ship his fruit by rail. Many of the cars must 
be refrigerated in summer and carefully protected from the 
weather in the winter. Notwithstanding the claim is made 
that this is a rich man's business, most of the orchards, hun
dreds of them, are small 5 and 10 acre tracts or less, owned 
by men who have invested their all in the venture and who, 
with their families, are entirely dependent upon their fruit 
for a living. In the San Dimas district, for example, which is 
one of the largest in the State, 300 growers own 1,180 acres of 
lemons. . The unit lemon acreage is 3.94 acres. In the Holly
wood-Cahuenga district 35 growers own 344 acres, making the 
unit size 9.83 acres. In the Pomona district 75 growers own 
200 · acres, making the unit size 2.67 acres. At Santa Barbara 
70 growers own 407 acres, making the unit size 7.96 acres. At 
Tustin 55 growers own 580 acres, making the unit size 10.50 
acres. In the Whittier district 90 growers own 318 acres, 
making the unit size 3.53 acres. There are three corporations 
that own between 500 and 1,000 acres of lemons. There are 

between 2,000 and 2,500 growers of lemons in the State prac
tically .an of whom live on their places and manag~ their 
properties. The average grove contains 5, 10, or 15 acre , 
more or less. 

A recent inventory made by· the Citrus Protecti>e League 
sho"'.'s that 11,185 acres of lemons are owned by 1,179 growers, 
makmg an average of 9.5 acres per grower. One thousand and 
forty-four of these growers owned less than 10 acres; 109 be
tween 10 and 20; 39 between 20 and 50; 6 between 50 and 100 ; 
8 between 100 and 250; 1 between 250 and 500; and 2 owned 
more than 500 acres. 

In the early history of lemon growing in California it was 
demonstrated that the small grower who could not load af lenst 
one full car for shipment at a given time could not do business 
alone. He could not ship in small quantities on account of pro
hibitive freight rates. He could not sell successfully as against 
his larger competitors in the eastern markets, the brokers and 
agents that he was compelled to employ thousands of miles 
away were often unreliable and fleeced him of his profits, and 
the balance was generally on the wrong side of the led"'er. The 
buyers in California divided the territory among them el>es 
a~d fixed the price to be paid the growers. He could not, with 
his small crop, afford to build and maintain such a packin(J' 
house 8.?d .curing facilitie~ as were absolutely necessary to put 
his frmt m the market m proper condition. He could not, 
alone and without cooperation with others, secure the necessary 
water supply for irrigation. It was clearly shown that the case 
of the small grower acting alone was hopeless. He could not 
do business. With the larger grower the case was different. 
He could control his shipments and govern his a(J'ents. A rem
edy for this condition, so desperate for the small grower, was 
sought aud has, by degrees, been worked out so that he stands 
on an equality with the larger growers and dealers. This was 
don~ by a system o! cooperation on the part of the small grow
er~ i~ the same neighborhood. The difficulty was not alone in 
s~ppmg and marketing the fruit, but in packing it, and coopera
tion was necessary even in the cultivation of the fruit. Water 
for irrigation must be had, and this made it absolutely neces
sary to organize water companies, composed of the fruit grow
e~s, each grower to share in the water according to the size of 
his orchard, the usual custom in mutual companies being to is
sue one share of stock for every acre of land owned by the 
landowners whose lands were to be irrigated. 

The first important organization formed was a neighborhood 
fruit association. This association was the agent of the growers 
who became members of it. Its duties were to establish a pack
ing house and prepare the fruit for shipment. In some cases, 
at the will of the members, this has been extended to the 
pr~g and fu;1lliga tion of the trees and the picking of the 
frmt, all of which call for peculiar knowledge and skill. The 
association makes no profit, but renders the services at actual 
cost, and each member pays his proportionate share of that 
expense according to the amount of his fruit handled. Then 
followed the local fruit exchange, another agent of the growers, 
whose duty it is to look after the shipping of the fruit for the 
association, its care and inspection in transit, and the selection 
and control of the agents and brokers through whom the fruit 
is marketed. Later there came the subexchange and the central 
exchange, which acted as agent for the district exchanges in 
providing better facilities and greater convenience. The central 
exchange makes no profit, but charges up the expenses and col
lects them from the shippers as in case of the association. This 
organization is broader in its scope than the d.ish·ict exchange 
or the association. It is not a neighborhood affair, but is open 
to all growers in the State and includes not only individual 
growers but the associations also. 

As the business grew in magnitude and importance still 
another organization was formed with a like purpose !mown 
as the Citrus Protective League. It also takes in all individual 
growers and associations that desire to become members. Its 
duties are to look after all questions of railroad rates, tariff, 
and other legislative matters affecting the interests of the fruit 
growers. Most of the information and data used by me in 
preparing what I have said on this subject has been furnished 
by the Citrus Protective League through its very painstaking 
and efficient secretary and manager. Among other things, he 
has furnished me with a very interesting and instructive history 
and status of cooperative marketing of citrus fruits in Cali
fornia. I submit this statement for the consideration of the 
Senate: 
HISTORY AND STATUS OF COOPERATIVE l\IARKETIXG OF CITRUS FRUITS IN 

CALIFORNIA. 

The idea of cooperative marketing of citrus fruits in California 
originated in the necessities of the indu try. 

Citrus fruits only thrive in a semiarid country and require constant 
irrigation. They require a high elevation along the foothills skirting 
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the mountains, which necessitates extensive pumping plants and many 
miles of pipe or ditch lines. The large amount of capital and lab-Or 
required to produce the orchard has limited ~oldlngs to an av~ra~e 
of 10 acres to each grower. which is the equivalent of an ordmary 
farm of 160 acres in the M~sissippi Valley, both in the amount or 
capital required to purchase or produce it and in the amount of labor 
required to maintain it. 

As no single grower could procure the water for bis orchard co
operation in the procurement of water became necessary, for the 
expense of water development is usually prohibitive, except in .a large 
wav. The investment required for the usual water system is from 
a quarter of a million to a millio~ dollars. To. ~cure a water supply 
cooperation was necessary, and this was the or1gm of the cooperative 
idea in California. 

When the orchards were grown a.nd producing the growers faced 
the question of marketing the crop, for the local market was soon 
more than supplied. The difficulties confronting them were almost 
insurmountable. Between them and the markets of the country ex
tended 2,000 miles of desert, with severe climatic conditions, with a 
perishable commodity to transport, with no facilities for prese~vation 
or inspection of the fruit while in transit or upon its arnval at 
markets. 'l'he growers were the prey of all kinds of middlemen, 
brokers, and commi sion men, who in various ways manipulated the 
fruit to the loss of the grower, the result being that frequently the 
grower did not receive enough for bis fruit to pay the freight. 

A few years of experience with these conditions convinced the 
growers that tiley must pack and sell their own fruit. To properly 
pack the fruit requires a packing bonse with all its appurtenances 
and facilities, requiring an investment of from five to fifty thousand 
dollars. The average grower could not make such an investment 
and was not educated or trained to handle that department of the 
business. This condition led to a further extension of the coopera
Urn idea whereby many growers joined together in a cooperative 
way and erected packing houses and employed men skilled in the 
business to operate them. And this was the second step in the 
cooperative idea. 

Further experience in the handling of the fruit demonsh·ated the 
fact that the fruit must be carefully picked and handled for it to 
reach the markets without decay, and this was found to be the work 
of skillful men trained in the work. In the earlie1· history of the 
business some of the growers could pick and deliver their fruit in good 
condition, others could not, and in the pooling system which followed, 
the cooperative packing, the careful grower and picker suffered a 
loss from the methods of the careless grower. This conditioa led to 
the nlan of employing one trained gang of pickers to do the picking 
.for all the growers to insure uniformity. of careful methods. And this 
was the third feature of the cooperative idea. 

Furt~er experience in the business made it apparent that the 
growers could n<Jt successfully do their own fumigating and that it 
was difficult to secure good work by conh·act. The citrus fruit being 
only at home in a warm climate, which fosters the production of all 
kinds of scale and insect pests, it is necessary to fumigate the trees 
frequently with a cyanogen gas, which is the work of an expert. T11e 
growers found that by clubbing together and employing skillful men 
with the necessary paraphernalia that this work could be more effec
tively done. And this was the fourth feature of the cooperative mo'\"e
ment. 

The difficulties of the growers in marketing their product at such 
great distance from point of production were in securing proper ac
counting and reliable brokers and agents at the various marketing 
points. The unbearable loss to the growers and the huge profits to 
the operntors, who were preying upon the business, led to the idea 
of cooperative marketing. 

'l'HE E.XCHAXGE UETHOD OF COOPERATIVE UARKETING. 

The group of growers owning a packing house on a cooperative plan 
is called an association, and as early as 1~0 associations were being 
formed. At that time each assodation attempted to do its ewn market
ing, meeting with great difficulties, especially in not having sufficient 
quantity of fruit to justify the employment of agents who would be 
loyal to their interest, and being the prey of brokers and commission 
men throughout the conntry who frequently represented the buver 
rather than the grower, and who frequently failed to make returns. 
These difficulties about the year 1893 led to the grouping of the 
various associations in each locality into what was called local eX:
change, in order that there might be a sufficient amount of fruit 
moved to justify the employment of a better cla s of agents, in order 
that the growers might reap some return upon their investment which 
they had not been able to do up to that time. 

The growers found the local exchange to be an improvement over 
previous conditions, bat was still not sufficient for the proper protee
tion of the fruit or to secure adequate marketing methods. It was 
found necessary for the growers to have inspectors for the fruit at al! 
division points on all the various transcontin~tal lines to see that the 
fruit was being properly protected, by a sufficient quantity of ice when 
refrigeration was required, and by prope.i.· ventilation during the venti
lating season; that it was necessary to secure a wide distribution of the 
frnit because it was not then a fruit which was bein6 generally con
sumed and was supposed to be more of a luxury than :i staple food by 
the consuming public. It was also found necessa1·y to have agents who 
would stimulate the distribution and sale of the fruit, who would de
vote themselves to tilat work to the exclusion of all other. It was 
also found neeessary to obtain prompt information with regard to the 
various markets in the country to prevent a scarcity at some markets 
and a glut in others. All these facilities involved an expense too great 
for any local exchange, and therefore it became necessary to form a 
lurger organization, which was done in the year 1895 by the formation 
of the Southern California Fruit Exchange, which was formed by the 
eleetion of one director from each local exchange. This organization 
has continued from time to time with but slight change of plan. In 
lfJ05 the name of the Southern California Fruit Exchange was changed 
to the California Fruit Growers' Exchange. 

The idea of the exchange was broadly democratic. Its duties were to 
employ agents at all the principal marketing points th1·ougbout the 
United States and Canada, define the duties of such agents, and place 
them under bonds; to gather full information each day of the condi
tion of each market throughout the country, and fu1mish the same daily 
to each association in the form of a bulletin; to faithfully and impar
tially perform wlrntever services the association required in the way of 
marketing their frnit, and make prompt account of returns ; to appoint 
inspectors at each division upon all of the principal lines of railroads 
to care for the fruit arrh-ing er passing, and at the close of each year 

make an assessment against each shipper for a pro rata share of the 
expense on a basis of the number of boxes shipped. 

Under this arrangement each shipper reserved to himself the right 
to determine the amount of bis production, the time of shipment, the 
place of sale, and the p1ice at which he would sell. The agent of the 
exchange at each marketing point acts directly under the orde1·s of the 
owner of each ear shipped. The general exchange never sells a car or 
makes any order with regard to a car of fruit, but is simply the medium 
through which the order passes from the shipper to the agent on the 
ground. This relation is with great particularity a.nd exactitude set 
forth in a written contract between the general exchange on the one 
hand and the Jocal exchange and associations on the other appended 
hereto, and is still more clearly defined to the agents on the ground by 
the instructions issued by the exchange thereto attached. 

THE LEGAL STATUS OF THE EXCIIA.. .... GE AND ASSOCIATIOXS, 

The unit in these operations is the grower who owns o::i an .average 
10 acres of citrus trees. The primary 01·ganization is the association, 
which on an average embraces about 50 growe1·s, or 500 acres for each 
packing house. The association is usually a corporation under the laws 
of California, without pecuniary profit, it being stated in the articles 
and by-laws that packing, picking, and handling the fruit wiU be done 
at actu l cost pro rata on the boxes shipped 1rom each grnwer. The 
usual method is to issue the stock to each grower in proportion to the 
number of acres of orchard which be owns. In some instances it is 
i sued on the basis of the number of boxes shipped and i:n some other 
~stances each member has one vote regardless of his acre or prN'!uc
tion. 'l'be only property owned by this association is its packing house 
and appurtenances. It accumulates no profit and declares no dividends. 

The proceeds of the sale of the fruit for each grnwer are returned 
to him, less packing expenses. In some instances the fruit is graded 
and pooled each month, each grower receiving his proportion for the 
amount of each grade furnished each month. In other instances the 
fruit for the entire season is pooled, each grower receiving bis pro
portion for ea<;h grade for the year, and in other instances the fruit 
is handled and shippeu for each grower i:ndividua11y. The.re are now 
110 of these associations affiliated with the California Fruit Grnwers' 
Exchange. 

'l'he secondary organization in this system is the local exchange, 
which usually comprises all of the associations in a colony or in a local
ity, but in some instances several colonies are embi-aced in one local 
exchange, and in very large colonies tbe1·e are two or more local ex
changes. 

The local exchange is a corporation without profit under the laws of 
California, with nominal capital stock, usually one share for each asso
ciation belonging to it, and one director for each association. This local 
exchange is a local clearing house for shipment, and its duties are to 
order cars and see that they are spotted at the various packing houses; 
to keep a rec9rd of all shipments made and destinations, and receive all 
returns from the various agents at the various marketing points ; to 
aid in securing information as to markets; to transmit the orders of 
each association with regard to handling of cars; to keep a constant 
check on the business and see that orders for fruit are promptly filled, 
that collections are promptly made, and to afford a medium through 
which information from the general exchange and the agents through
out the country pass to the association which ships the fruit. 

'.fhe final organization is the California Fruit Growers' Exchange, 
which now has a capital stock of $1,600 and a director representing 
each local exchange. '.fhe California Fruit Growers' Exchange is a co1·
poration under the laws of California, but without profit. It makes no 
earnings and declare$ no dividends. It neither buys nor sells fruit nor 
any other commodity. It exercises no control whatever, directly or 
indirectly, over the buying or selling of fruit 01· any other commodicy. 
It simply furnishes facilities for the use of such people as wish to avail 
themselves of them at a pro rata share of the cost. 

The associations affiliated with the California Fruit Growers' Ex
change shipped 10,843,831 boxest or 28,123 cars, of citrus fruit during 
the past season, 1910-11, which is 61 per cent of the California produc
tion and is 40 per cent' of the total consumption of oranges in the 
United States and 35 per cent of the total consumption of lemons in the 
United States. Dming this past year this fruit averaged $L89 free on 
board cars and brought $20,GOO,OOO. 

The membership in this organization is entirely voluntary. Any 
grower m:oi.y withdraw from any association at the end of any year, 
and any association may withdraw from any local exchange and any 
local exchange may withdraw from the general exchange. 

About one-third of the entire shipment is sold on open auction. All 
fruit sold in the following cities ls nt auction, to wit: Boston, New 
York, BaJtimore, Philadelphia, Pittsburgh, Cleveland, Cincinnati, St. 
J,ouis, and New Orleans. At other points there is untrammeled compe
tition between the various associations and there is not uniformity in 
price. 

There is a great variation in grades, quality, and apr.earance of fruit, 
and naturally in all markets fruit sells upon its merits. They widely 
vary in price. Usually the en.stern auction commands the highest price 
and the cities are naturally larger consumers than the smaller places. 
As these fruits are perishable and must under necessity be promptly 
sold, it would not be possible to manipulate the markets even though 
the growers were so disposed, for any sca1·city in one market to advance 
prices would lead to a plethora in the next with a corresponding 
reduction. 

There are in addition to the California Fruit Growers' Exchange 
about 40 independent cooperative associations and individual grower 
shippers, which with the excha.nge handle 85 per cent of the citrus 
crop of California. The independent cooperative associations conduct 
their operations along the same general lines as outlined above. 

The Citrus Protective League of California is a voluntary organiza
tion, formed in March, 1906, by representatives of growers, shippers, 
a.nd shipping opganizations in nearly all of the citrus-growing localities 
in the State to handle the pµblic-policy questions that affect the 
industry as a whole. . 

Its purpose is to represent the grower and shipper in handling such 
questions as railroad rates and transportation problems~ customs tarifi', 
and other Government relations, State and Federal 1eglslation that 
apply directly to the citrus business. and all of the questions of a 
general nature that affect the upbuilding of the industry except the 
marketing of the fruit. 

The league is directed by an executive committee of nine and by a 
secretary and manager, the executive committee having been appointed 
by an administrative committee of 30 of the principal growers and 
shippers, who act as a governing com!Ilittee, and who were selected 
from the representative delegates who organized the league in 1906. 
The Citrus ProtectiY-e League represents about 90 per cent of the 
industry. 
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Mr. BRISTOW. Mr. President---
The YICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from California 

yield fnrther to the Sena tor from Kansas? 
1\lr. WORKS. I do. 
l\Ir. BRISTOW. I was interested in the Senator's discussion 

as to the number of acres which each farmer owns in the lemon
producing region. As I remember there are but two who own 
more than 500 acres, who are the large lemon producers. I 
wanted to inquire if the nature of the business is such that the 
men owning the smaller orchard can better or more economi
cally handle his crop. For instance, the experience in the 
prairie country is that the most successful farmer is the farmer 
who can give his personal attention to his farm, and the .big 
farmer farms at a heavier expense than the smaller farmer. 

l\fr. WORKS. Undoubtedly that is true, l\fr. President, with 
respect to the growing of lemons in so far as the cultirntion of 
the farm is concerned. These organizations are for the pur
pose of handling the fruit after it is ready for the market, 
and cooperation for that purpose seems to be absolutely neces
sary for their protection, for the reasons I ha·rn attempted 
to state. 

l\fr. BRISTOW. I understood that, but the impression has 
been circulated, to some extent at least, that the lemon business 
is n. business which the large corporations engage in success
fully and that the small farmer is being crowded out in the 
interest of the big concerns. 

. l\Ir. WORKS. 'l'hat would be true except for the very thing 
I have been talking about. The small growers have been 
able to associate themselves togethe~ and by cooperation to 
meet just exactly that condition, and that having been done 
they can operate their ranches just as successfully and just 
as cheaply as the big grower . · 

l\Ir. GALLINGER. . l\fr. President--
The VICE PRESIDE.XT. Does the Senator from California 

yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 
Mr. WORKS. I yield. 
l\fr.. GALLINGER. I will apologize to the Senator in ad

Yance if he covered the point upon which I am going to ask a 
question. I was unavoidably called frctm the Chamber duriug 
the first part of the Senator's address. Can the Senator state, 
or has the Senator stated, tl.te proportion of domestic product 
to the entire consumption of lemons in this country? 

l\fr. WORKS. Yes; I have endeavored to coyer that thor
oughly. 
- Mr. GALLINGER. Could the Senator restate it offhand? 

l\Ir. WORKS. I could not; it is contained in the tables. If 
the Senator ever finds time to read what I have said, I think 
he will find that cm·ered. · 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will endeavor to acquaint myself with it. 
I will ask the Senator one other question, and that is as to 

the possibility, if the lemon industry i adequately protected 
against the cheap labor of Sicily, and other countries perhaps, 
of this country producing practically all the lemons that woulu 
be consumed here. 

l\1r. WORKS. That I ha•e covered completely. I have 
shown, I think, conclusively that there is ample land in Cali
fornia adapted to the growth of lemons to supply the demand. 
From what I know about that, I have no doubt whatever. 

l\Ir. BRISTOW. If the Senator will excuse me for again in
terrupting him, four years ago I Yoted against the increase in 
the duty on lemons proposed in the Payne-Aldrich bill, believing 
that a cent a pound was enough. Now, I want to inquire o~ 
the Senator from California if the duty should have remained 
at a cent a pound, or should be now placed at a cent a pound, 
whether. in his judgment, that would be a satisfactory pro-
tective duty for the lemon business. _ 

l\Ir. WORKS. l\Ir. President, from my investigation of this 
whole subject-and I have endeavored to investigate it con
scientiously-I am satisfied that a tariff of a cent a pound 
would be sufficient to protect the industry. On the other hand, 
I think that the increase in the tariff under the Payne-Aldrich 
tariff bill "·as a great incentive to landowners in California 
to increase their lemon planting, and that it has been advan
tageous in that way. I have no doubt in the world but that the 
lemon growers of California would cultivate the fruit success
fully under a rate of 1 cent a pound. 

l\1r. BURTON. Will the Senator pardon me? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from California 

yield to the Sena tor from Ohio? 
l\Ir. WORKS. I yield. 
l\1r. BURTON. What has been the course of prices of lemons 

since the passage of the tariff act of 1900? 
l\Ir. WORKS. I have also covered that subject. 
l\fr. BURTON. I was unfortunately not here. 
l\Ir. WORKS. I haYe included in my remarks a table showing 

the exact plices paid for lemons in the larger cities-the eastern 

cities--<'overing se\·eral years. There has been practically no 
change in the price of lemons to the consumer at retail, or, for 
that matter, at wholesale, on account of the tariff. I think the 
figures show that quite conclusiYely. 

l\fr. BURTON. That is, the increa~e of rate has not increased 
the price? 

-l\1r. W~ORKS. It has not. 
l\1r. BRISTOW. I a·pologize to the Senator again for inter

rupting him. 
The VICE PRE~IDENT. Does the Senator from Californiy 

yield to the Senator from Kansas? 
Mr. WOilKS. I yielcl. 
Mr. BRISTOW. Shortly after we passed the last tariff bill

that is, the 1900 bill-the railroad companies increased the 
rates on citrus fruits from California east so as to take up, as 
it appeared to me, a part of the advantage which Congress had 
undertaken to give the lemon growers of California. I wanted 
to ask the Senator if that increase in the rate was maintained 
by the companies and was that taken out of the help which 
Congress undertook to giTe the lemon growers by this additional 
duty? 

Mr. WORKS. That also I have coYered quite thoroughly. 
Mr. BRISTOW. I am sorry, but I did not hear that part 

of the Senator's address. 
Mr. WORKS. I have been unfortunate in having Senators 

come in after I ha.Ye covered a subject. I am \ery willing and 
anxious to inform the Senator on that subject. Briefly stated, 
the facts are that the rail rate was increased, and the lemon 
growers ha•e been -contesting that rate m·er since. It first 
went to the Interstate Commerce Commission and was decided. 
in favor of the growers. It was appealed to tbe Commerce 
Court and the case was reversed and sent back. It was again J 
tried in the Interstate Commerce Commission, and again the · 
commission held in favor of the growers-that the ra.te_of $1.15 
was excessive. -As I remember it, it again went to the Com
merce Court, and that decision was affirmed, and it is now 
pending in the Supreme Court of the United States. 

In the meantime, under an injunction that was issued, there 
was an order of court made that the whole amount of $1.15 a. 
hundred should be paid into the court, but 15 cents of that was 
to be held by the court until the case was finally determined, 
and then either returned to the grower or paid to the railroad 
companies, as the case may be. 

As further showing the nature of the relations between the 
growers and these different organizations, I also submit the 
forms of contracts . between the neighborhood associations and 
what is called the subexchange, and between the subexchange 
and the central exchange, mentioned in the above history, and 
between the individual grower and his local association. 

They are as follows : 
This agreement, made and entered into this - day of --- A. D. 

191-, by and between the ---, a corporation duly organized and 
existing under the laws of this State, with' its principal office In 
---, California, the party of the first part, and several corporationR 
and partie who have signed this agreement, parties of the second 
part. said corporations and parties being hereafter designated as second 
parties. 

Whereas the system of marketing and handling citrus fruits devised 
by the California Fruit Growers' Exchange has been approved by the 
pa1·ties hereto as a satisfactory system of cooperative marketing, now, 
m consideration of the foregoing, the parties of the second part do 
hereby severally agree to market all fruit now controlled by them 
or that may hereafter come under their control during the term of this 
agreement through said first party, it being understood and agrPed 
that the said party of the first part llas entered into an agreement with 
the California Fruit Growers' Exchange for the sale of said fruit in 
accordance with the general plan adopted by said exchange, to which 
plan and agreement reference is hereby made, and the same is hereby 
made a part of this agreement. . 

'The said party of the first part is hereby authorized to retain as 
brokerage, from ·the net procee<ls rendered to it by t)le agents of the 
California Fruit Growers' Exchange, or from any other sales of frnit 
under this agreement, such sum of money as their board of directors 
may from time to time designate or deem sufficient to cover the expen e.· 
incurred in making -such sales. Should the actual expen es incurred 
by the said party of the first part during the term of this agreement 
amount to less than the fund derived from the brokerage so retained, 
then the surplus shall be refunded to the said parties of the second 
part according to the number of boxes of fi·uit shipped by each, the 
board of directors adjusting the rebate upon an equitable basis. Should 
the actual expenses incurred by the said party of the first part during 
the term of this agreement amount to more than ' the fund derh·ed 
from the brokerage so retained, then the said pa1·ties o! the second 
part agree to pav an assessment to be levied upon them to make up 
the amount of the deficiency, said a es ·ment to be levied npon the 
number of boxes shipped by each of the said parties of the second · 
part but oranges, lemons, and other citi·us fruit, as well as auctions 
and 'agents' sales, may be assessed on a separate basis, and for· different 
amounts: Pro-r;ided, Tbat whatever difference, if any, is made by tbe 
California Fruit -Growers' Exch :mge in its chnrgfl; for mm·ketiug oranges, 
lemons and other citrns fruit. respectively. shall be followed and car
ried oiit in the adjustment of moneys retained by the party of tho 
first part from tbe said partie of the second part. 

The party of the first part agrees to use its best efforts to sell anrl 
dispose of the fruit controlled l.Jy the said parties of the ccond part, 
but it is expressly understood thllt in o- doing it acts only a tbe 
agent of the said parties of the second part, and assumes no rcspon-
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sibility or financial liability therefor further than it agrees to turn 
over to the several parties of the second part the cash proceeds of 
all sales of their fruit a s soon as received, retaining the br.okerage for 
expenses, as above provided. 

'l'he parties of the second part further agree to pay to the party 
of . the first part as liquidated damages the sum of 25 cents a box on 
all citrus fruits controlled by them, which, through any fault of their 
own, they fail to deliver to the party of the first part, loaded on cars 
at shipping station of said party of the second part. 

This agreement shall continue in force until the 1st day of Sep
tember, 1920 : Provided, That any of the parties hereto may withdraw 
from and cancel this agreement during the first 15 days of August 
in any year, by giving noti~ in writing dUl·ing said period to the party 
of the first part. · 

In witness whereof, the said corporations have each hereunto caused 
its corporate name and seal to be affixed by its president and Secretary 
duly authorized by resolution of its board of directors, duly passed 
and adopted, and all otheF parties have hereunto signed their indi
vidual names and affixed their individual seals. 

[SEAL.] By ___ --==-:._ President. 
By - ·--- ---- Secretary. 

[SE.AL.] By ------==-- P1·esldent. 
By --- --- Secretary. 

Contract betu;een centraZ e:&change arid sube:&changes. 
CALrFOR:\'IA Fnurr GROWERS' IDxCHANGE CONTRACT. • 

This agreement, made this - day of ---, 1910, by and between 
the California Fruit Growers' Exchange, a corporation organized under 
the laws of California, party of tbe first part, and sundry parties con
sisting of corporations, partnerships, and individuals affiliated with the 
party of the first part, and who execute this agreement, parties of the 
second part : . 

Witnesseth : That whereas it has been deemed necessary .by the par
ties of the second part to associate themselves together and cooperate 
in the matter o! developing the citrus industry and marketing its 
products for the following named 

PRINCrPAL PURPOSES AND OBJECTS. 

To lessen the cost of marketing by creating agencies who wfll act 
for each member. · 

To insure the collection of sales. 
To facilitate the collection of damage claims. 
To encourage the improvement of the product and the package. 
To iiicrease the consumption of citrus frult by developing new 

markets . and to aid in supplying all the people with good fruit at 
a reasonable price. . 

To secure a fair and just ~overnment of all bodies affiliated with 
these parties, democratic in prmciple, and through which at all times 
all policies shall be controlled by the majority will of the shippers 
connected therewith in just proportion to shipments made. · That the 
business engaged in, being interstate in cha.racte.r, to secure at all times 
full compliance with the laws of the United States concerning inter
state commerce, and to that end prevent any organization connected 
therewith from having any power or authority in contravention of the 
laws of the United States concerning such business, the general plan 
being to unite in securing those results which are beneficial to all 
allke, but at the same time preserving to each sh"ipper complete inde
pendence of action as to all his shipments. Thereupon the following 
stipulations are agreed to in lieu of all previous agreements: 

First. The party of the first part shall be considered the general 
agent of all the parties of the second part in all matters concerning 
the marketing of citrus fruit, and such other matters as arc incident 
thereto within the limitations hereinafter provided, with power to pro
vide a suitable place for doing business. 

To elect or appoint a suitable official force to supervise the business, 
at such salaries as may from time to time be considered proper by 
the directors of the party of the first pa.rt. 

To employ a force of sales agents stationed at various points through
out the United States, Canada, and such other countries as may be 
decided upon as will be sufficient to dispose of the products ol the 
second parties in all available territory. 

To organize and maintain a claim department for the handling of 
all claims. 

To maintain a legal department to take ca.re of the necessary litiga
tion and furnish advice to the various organizations connected here
with. 

To maintain an advertising ·bureau for the purpose of stimulating 
consumption and demand. 

To create any other department, or incur any other expense which 
may be deemed necessary by the boa.rd of directors of the party of 
the first part to protect an those interests of the parties of the second 
part of a general nature, and which will affect all alike within the 
scope of the duties of the first party a.s herein provided. 

COOPERATION. 

It is agreed that all of the information obtained by the party of 
\:he first part · all of the facilities established by it ; all of the books 
or records maintained by it; all of the agencies, both general or local, 
shall always be at all times available to the second parties or their 
accredited represen ta tlves. 

The second parties will at all times cooperate for whatever object 
may, within the law, be deemed to be for the general good. They will 
each and all abide by and be bound by all the contracts, agreements, 
and sales made by the party of the first part for any member of such 
organization, and will promptly ratify any action taken by the party 
of the first part or any of its authorized agencies in behalf of any 
or aw of the parties of the second part within the scope of the au· 
thority of such agencies. 

LIFE OF AGREEME:\'T. 

This agreement shall continue in force and effect until the 1st day 
of September, 1920, and during that period the parties of the second 
part and all associations, corporations, partnerships, or individuals 
connected with such second parties, or shipping through such second 
parties or any of them, "'ill ship all their citrus fruits through the 
p:u·ties of the first part and the' marketing agencies by it established, 
and for such period of time will consign all shipments to the party of 
the first part at some point where the said party of the first part bas 
representation, through and by the local exchange with which each 
association -is affiliated: Provided, howeve1-, That any party to this 
agl'eement may withdraw therefrom on the 1st day of . September of any 
year, and be no longer bound by the stipulations herein agreed UI>on, 
l>y filing a written notice of withdrawal with the party of the first 
pal"t 10 days or more before any such date; and said second party 

a~rees that if it shall at any time during the life of this agreement 
fail to ship all its citrus fruits as hereinbefore agreed upon or shall 
dispose of all or any of it elsewhere, or otherwise than as herein 
agreed upon, that it will forfeit and pay as· liquidated damages to the 
party of the first part an amount equal to 25 cents a box on all such 
citrus fruits which are or may be shipped or sold otherwise than as 
st~p"!11ated in this contract, providing tbe first party was ready and 
willmg to receive and handle such fruit. 

RESERVED RIGHTS OF SHIPPERS. 
It is understood, however, that each shipper reserves to itself the 

right to regulate and control its own shipments, to use its own judg
ment, and decide for itself when and in what amounts it shall shi[>; 
to what markets it shall ship ; where its products shall be sold : and, 
except at au~tion points, the P!-"i.ce it. is willing to r.eceive, fully re
serving tbe right of free competition with all other shippers, including 
other members of this organization, unhampered and uncontrolled by 
anyone. 

·EXPENSES. 
First. All fruit. however sold, shall l;le a.ssessed alike per box in pro

portion to the carriers' estimated weight to pay salaries and expenses 
of the general manager, general eastern agent, and their assistants and 
all employees, rents, and expenses of the .LOS Angt>les office of the 
party of the first part, including all telegrams and ~eneral items of 
expense, such as printing, supplies, inspection of fruit, etc. ; also to 
pay the expense of establishing a claim department for the purpose of 
making and collecting claims against railroad companies and other 
corporations and individuals, including the salary of a claim agent 
and all necessary assistants and clerks and all other necessary expense; 
also to pay all necessary legal expenses, including salaries of one or 
more attorneys for necessary legal advice and all legal expenses neces
sary to prosecute claims and suits in courts, both FedE:ral and State, 
and before the Interstate Commerce Commission; also to pay all ex
penses of proper and judicious advertising for the purpose of extend
ing and increasing the sale of the citrus fruit of the parties of tlie 
second part ; also to pay all proper expr,nses of extending the sale of 
said fruit In foreign countries and all other necessary and proper ex
pense that may be incurred in protecting and furthering the interests 
of the said parties of ·the second part, excepting that fruit sold by 
the local exchanges at their expense and risk, either at auction or at 
private sale, at such points as the board of directors may from time 
to time determine shall be excluded from these charges and assessed 
an a.rbitrary charge to be fixed by the boar,d of directors of the party 
of the first part. . 

Seocond. All fruit sold, at auction or on commission, except as here
inbefore provided, shall, in add1tion to expense named in first para
graph, be assessed alike per box in proportion to carriers' estimated 
weight to pay the salaries and expenses of agents, inspector.s, and other 
expenses as may accrue in auction agencies. ' 

All auction and commi.ssion charges shall be borne by the respective 
shipments and deducted from the proceeds of sale of each car or 
shipment. · 

Third. All fruit sold otherwise than herein provided shall, in addi
tion to expense named in first paragraph, be assessed alike per box 
in proportion to carriers' estimated weight to pay all expenses con
nected with the marketing of the same not provided for in subdivision 
No. 1 of this article, including all salaries, brokerages, office and inci
dental expenses of the various agents (not .including auction agency 
expenses). 

ASSESSMENTS. 

The said party of the first part shall make a statement withln 30 
days after the 1st day of September of each year, and a. readjustment 
of such ~tatement once a month, covering all shipments for that season, 
made up to the time of the statement or readjustment, and levy an· 
assessment on the parties of the second part according to the number 
of boxes shipped. Such assessment shall be due within three days 
from date 9n whlch it is made. In the event of failure to pay any 
such assessment within 10 days from its date the party of the first 
pa.rt may refuse to hand1e any fruit for the delinquent party until all 
assessments past due have been paid. 

BO"SDS OF AGENTS. 

Agents shall be selected and employed by the party of the first part; 
on salaries or brokerage, and each shall be reqmred to furnish, a satis
factory bond in some responsible guaranty company for the faithful 
performance of hls duties. . 

INFORMATION AS TO PRICES. 

The party of the first part shall require its agents to keep it fully 
informed as to the condition of the market, the arrival and condition 
of the fruit, the whole.sale and retail prices of fruit in their respective 
districts, and furnish such other information as may be required of 
them, and such information shall be immediately transmitted by said 
party of the first part to au the parties of the second part. 

QUOTATIONS BY SECOND PARTIES. 

No schedule of prices or quotation shall be issued or be distributed 
by any of the parties of the second part, except through the party of 
the first part. 

NO SPECl.AI.t AGENTS. 

None of the parties of the second part shall employ any traveling 
man, agent, or solicitor for tbe sale of its fruit. 

COPIES TO SECOND PARTY. 

Copies of all correspondence or other matters in any manner affect
ing the interests of the parties of the second part shall be promptly for
warded by the respective agents to the parties of the second part whose 
interests are involved. 

MONEY DrRECT TO SECOND PARTIES. 

The party of the first part shall cause the fruit furnished by sa.id 
several parties of the second part to be sold for the account of the party 
of the second part furnishing the _fruit, and full report and account 
sales shall be promptly rendered therefor, and payment of money made 
direct to the party of the second part shipping such fruit, and a copy 
of the account sales shall be rendered to the party . of the first part. 
Said party of the second pa.rt shall be required to report promptly to 
the said ~party of the tlrst part the nonpayment of any drafts and ac
ceptances received by them in settlement for fruit. 

ESTIMATES. 
Each of the parties of the second part shall furnish to tbe secretary 

of the party of the first part an estimate of the number of ca.rs of each 
variety of fruit controlled by said second party as often as called for 
by the board of directors of said first pa1·ty. 
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CARLOADS. 

That whenever In this contract the word " car " occurs. as relating 
to a carload of frnit, it shall be considered as contnining the minimum 
fixed by the carriers. 

RESPO~SinlLITY OF FIRST PARTY. 

The party of tbe fir t part agrees to use its best efforts to sell, market, 
and dispose of the fruit belonging to said parties of the second part as 
aforesaid, but it is expressly agreed between the parties hereto that the 
said party of the first part in the sale and di posal of said fruit a-cts 
only as an agent of the said parties of the second part and shall not be 
held liable for any lo s that may result in disposing of such fruit, 
except as herein provided. 

LOSSES. 

The only losses assumed by the party of the first part are those 
ari ing from financial failures or default of purchasers after bavin~ 
po Hively accepted the fruit, and which default is not due to com
plaint of the buyer of the quality, conditton, or grade of the shipment, 
and these loss~s shall be assessed to the parties of the second part on 
a percentage based upon the gro s f. o. b. returns for the year. 

. Citrus fruit, dried fruits, green deciduous fruit, and nuts shall each, 
respectively, prorat_e its own lo s. 

CLAI:US . • 

The party of the fir t part shall maintain a claim department for the· 
collection of all claims against railroads and transportation companies, 
and at the request of any of the parties of the second part, the party of 
the first part shall to the best of its ability collect and prosecute on 
behalf of the pat·ty in interest any claim for overcharge or loss and 
damage not herein provided for, and also, upon the approval ot its 
boal'd of director·s, bring suit and prosecute the same in the courts, all 
at the expense of the party of the first part. 

l~TERESTS OF PARTIES. 

All matters of business involving the inter·ests of the parties hereto 
not herein specified, shall be determined by the said party of the first 
part, or by a meeting of representatives from said parties of the second 
part, as hereinafter provided. 

BOARD OF REPRESEXTATIVES. 

To aid in carrying out the provisions of this agreement a board of 
representatives is hereby created, to which each of the exchanges parties 
of the second part shall be entitled to appoint one representative, to 
bold at the pleasure of the appointing party, such party having the right 
to remove or change its representative at any time: Pro-i;ided, That all 
appointments, removal , and changes shall, by the party makin~ the 
same, be certified in writing to the party of the first part, and shall take 
effect when so certified. The representatives so appointed shall con
stitute such board, and Its due organization and powers shall not be 
affected by the failure of any party to make or certify it appointment 
of a representative. The pt·esident of the California Fruit Growers' 
Exchange shall be ex officio chairman of said board, but in case of bis 
ab ence or failure to perform his duties as such cbail'man, the board 
shnll elect a chafrman for tbe time being. The board shall elect its 
own secretary, who shall keep a record of its proceedings. 

Meetings of s!.lid board of representatives shall be immediately called 
by the acting secl·etary .of the board of directors of the California 
Frnit Growers' Exchange at the request of any two members of said 
board. Said meetings shall be ·held in the office of the party of the first 
part at 11 o'clock a. m., on the next regula1· meeting day of the board 
of directors of the party of the first part. Notice of said meetings to 
be given to all the representatives of the parties of the second part by 
.notice through the United States p'ost office, mailed on the day of calling 
such meeting. Repre entatives of a majority of the total shipments of 
the previous season at any meeting called as herein provided, shall con
stitute a quornm. 

Said board shall have the supervision of all matters pertaining to 
carrying out the provisions of this agreement, as advisory to the board 
of dil'ectors of the party of the first part ; and upon request of any two 
members of said board of directors, any question ns to carrying out 
any of the provisions of this agreement shall, by said board of directors 
be referred to said board of representatives. 

At any meeting of said board of representatives, upon demand by any 
representative, the vote on any question under consideration shall be 
taken upon a percentage basis, in which case each representative shall 
have the S!J.me percentage of the total vote as the party appointing him 
shipped of the total of all frnit shipped by the parties of the second 
part hereto for the year ending August 31 last prior to said meeting. 

When any vote un any question pertaining to the carrying ont of 
any provision of this agreement shall have been taken by said board of 
representatives, the fact of such vote and the result shall be certified 
to the board of directors of the party of the first part and the Cali
fornia Fruit Grower ' Exchange shall take notice of the result of such 
action as instructions from the second parties to the contract and carry 
on the business as directed by such vote of the representatives of said 
second parties. 

ASSOCIATIONS A~-U GROWERS' CONTRACTS. 

Every exchange becoming a party to this agreement shall furnish to 
the party of the first part a copy of the contracts between associations 
and grnwers or the local exchange and the growers or associations, each 
of which contracts shall in terms ratify this agreement. 

In witness whereof the said corpor!W:ions have each hereunto caused 
its cot·porate name and seal to be affixed by its president and secretary 
thereunto duly authorized by resolution of its board of directors, duly 
passed and adopted. 

[SEAL.] 

[iilEAL.l 

CALIFOR~I.A FRUIT GROWERS' 
By --- ---, President. 
By --- ---, Secretary. 

AzusA-Covnu-GLENDORA FnUIT 
By --- ---, Secretary. 
By --- ---,President. 

EXCHA ·oE. 

E;xcIU.NGE. 

Agreement between association and members (the growers). 
. UN1Fona1 CnoP AonEE~IE:ST. 

(Il-ecommended by the California .Fruit Growers' Exchange for use by 
all of its affiliated associations.) 

This agreement, made the - day of --- A. D. 1!}1-, between the 
--- association, a corporation incorporated under the -laws of the· 
Stnte of C'alifornla. and having its principal place of business at-·-
ln said State. nnd affiliated with tile Califol·nia Fruit Growers' Ex: 
clurnge. n corpor'l.1 ion inco:·pot·H-tcd- -under said -laws for the purpose 
of marketing California citrus fruits, the party of the first part, and 

the undersigned citrus· fruit growers of --- said State, the partle3 
of the se_cond part, witnessetb : -' 

SALE AND _ DELIVERY OF FRUIT. 

1. That •. for and in consideration of the sum of $1, the receipt 
of which is hereby acknowledged by each of the second parties and 
of t.l~e covenants and agreements herein contained each of the second 
~arties he1·eby sells and conveys, and agrees to' pick, haul and de
llver to the first party, at its packing house at ---' in said 
~ta.\e, for the purpose of packing, selling, and marketing all the citrus 
rm s .now gro.wing upon bis land and premises, and all that during 

the term of this agreement may be grown upon hi land and premises 
or any other lands .or premises owned by him and situated in th~ 
C?unty of -. ---, said S~ate, at such time or time , and from time to. 
time, and m such quantities, as the first party or its agent may direct. 

PACKING AND llIARKETING. 

.2. Th~ first party agrees to receive, pack, sell, and market all of 
~aid frmt whenev~r a market may be found for the same, which in the 
Jud.gment, of tJ;le ~rst party and in accordance with its rules and i·c"'U-
lat10ns, suall Justify such selling and shipment. "' 

PROCEEDS. 

3. The fir~t party agrees to pay to each of the second parties the 
a~otmt rece1~ed for bis said fruit, less its regular charges for packing, 
shipping, seUmg, and marketing the same. 

WITH.DRAW AL OF LAND. 

4. If any of the second parties shall, in good faith sell his said 
lands, or any part thereof, be shall be released from this agreement 
as to all lands sold and conveyed upon giving notice in writing thereof 
to the fil'st party. 

TERM OF AGREE~IE~T. 

5. This agreement shall continue in · full force and effect from the 
date hereof until November 1 of the year of the date hereof, and for 
a further term next thereafter of five years. 

SUSPENSIO:-< OF AGREE:\IEXT. 

6. Any of th~ second parties to this agreement may be released tbere
frOJ? and termm~te and end the same as to him by filing a written 
not~ce of bis desire to be so released with the party of the first part 
durmg the first 15 days of August of any year during the term of this 
agreement. 

BY-LAWS. 

7. The by-laws of the first party and the contract between the first 
party and its local P.xcbange, and the contract bet'lrnen such local ex
change and the California Fruit Growers' Exchange shall be parts 
of this agreement and shall be binding upon each of tb'e second parties 
except in those particulars in which it is expressly herein stip~lated 
to the contrary. 

RULES AND REGULATIONS. 

8. The packing, selling, and marketing of ·the said fruit shall be 
done in accordance with the rules and regulations of the first pnrty 
now or hereafter adopted and observed by it. 

PURPOSE AXD POSSESSIO:'i. 

9. Each of the s~cond parties fully understands that the purpose 
a~ong other~. of this agreement is to maintain and to increase to it~ 
greatest efficiency the present cooperative fruit selling and marketino
agency known as the California Fruit GL'Owers' Exchange, whose stocl~ 
holders are tl~e rept:esentatives of various subexcbange , and the stock
holders of which said subexchanges are the representatives of the vari
ous and numero_us fruit associations of the State of California of which 
the first party is one ; and that to accomplish this purpose it Is neces
sary that each. of the parties of the second part shall strictly and 
fJ?.llY comply with and perform the stipulations of this a~reement on 
bis part, and therefor.e each of the second parties expressly stipulates 
and agrees that he will not sell or otherwise dispo e of his said fruit 
to a~y person or corporation other than to said first party, as herein 
provided; and that in case he shall fail, refuse, 01· delay to pick and 
deliver his said fruit to the first party within five days after demand 
therefor, the first party shall have . the right, at its option at o.ny 
time or times thereafter, and from time to time. to enter 'into the 
possession of his said premises and to pick his said fruit or any riart 
thereof, and take the same to the packing house of the first party and 
pack, sell, and market the same, all at his cost and expense which 
said cost and expense shall and may be retained by the first party out 
of any moneys received from the sale of any· of his fruit. 

LIQUIDATED D .. L\fAGES. 

10. The actual damages which will be sustained by the first party 
because of the failure or refusal of any of the second parties to pick 
and deliver bis said fruit as herein provi-ded, and the further detriment 
and injury to the first party because of the effect of said breach upon 
the California Fruit Growers' Exchange and its efficiency and the ex
penses to which the first party will be put and the damage caused bv 
outlays incurred and to be incurred by it in providing means for sellin;., 
and marketing the said fruit, are impossible now to e timate or· fix., 
and therefore the same are estimated and agreed upon as 25 cent~ 
for each box of fruit grown or sold, which sum shall be allowed in 
any action brought by the first party to recover damages for the bre ... cb 
of this a11reement by any of the second parties, should the first party 
elect, as it may elect, to bring such action. 

In witness whereof the said corporations have each hereunto caused 
its corporate name and seal to be affixed by its president and secretary 
duly authorized by resolution of its board of directors, duly 'Passed 
and adopted, and all other parties have hereunto signed their indivJdual 
names and affixed tbeir Individual seals. 

--. - ---, owning - acres. 
------, owning - acres. 

--- ASSOCIATION, 
By ------, Presirle11t. 
By--~--·--, Secretary. 

------, owning - acres. . 
It will be seen by this history arid the se•eral contra-cts men

tioned that every growers' association is left perfectly free to 
sell its fruit where and at such price as 'it pleas.es . . Neither the 
association, the exchange, nor the protecti•e league has any 
control o>er prices unless the _grower voluntarily gives this : 
right, indepenqently of his written contract. · ·The fr.uit is trans
p0rted by and under the .. direction of the exchange, but it -is . 

\ 
\ 

1. 



I 
} 

/ 

/ 
/ 

' 
I 

,I 

1913. CONGRESSIONAL -RECORD-SENATE. 2695 
sent where>er the association orders it to be sent. It is sold 
through agencies appointed by the exchange, but the association 
fixes the price at which it is to be sold, and neither the ex
change nor the agent or broker has any right to vary from this 
price. 

The Senate should understand that these associations are 
mere neighborhood cooperative associations; that there are hun
d.reds of them, and that competition exists as between those 
assocfations as well as between other persons who are dealers. 

. The grower is under no coercion whatever. He may sever his 
connection with any one of the organizations at the end of any 
year on the short notice proYided in the contracts. Besides this, 
only a part of the fruit growers belong to these organizations. 
There are many entirely independent shippers. Only about 60 
per cent of the fruit raisers of the State belong to the ex
change, 20 per cent belong to other associations, 5 per cent. at·e 
independent grower-shippers, and 15 per cent sell their frmt to 
others in California or in other ways. 

Senators must see from this showing that the joining to
gether of the growers in this way for their mutual benefit has 
none of the elements of a trust. It does not fix or control 
prices Ol' interfere with competition in any way whate-rer. 

RATES OF TARIFF U~DER EARLIER STATUTES. 

It may be interesting, in this connection, to notice what bas 
been the policy of the GoYernment in the protection of citrus 
fruits by a protectfre tariff in years past. It will show that 
from the beginning until now Jproons and their by-products 
haye been protected. I submit a statement of tariff legislation 
affecting this industry from 1790 to 1909. 

It is as follows : 
THE RATE OF DGTY OX CITI!US FRUITS AND THEIR BY-PRODUCTS EXTERii'i'G 

THE UNITED STATES FROM 1790 TO 1909, INCLUSIYE.-NO. 9. 

There has been a duty in onP form or other on citrus fruits anct some 
of their by-products for more than 100 years. Beginning with the tariff 
act of Aul?ust 10, 1790, the rates of duty under the successive tariff acts 
are as follows. the table having been submitted and approved by the 
United States Treasury Department, No. 9. (No. 9, tariff ac.ts passed by 
the Congress of the United States, 1790 to 1909, Document No. 671, 
House of Ilepre entatives, Sixty-first Congress, second session.) 
RATES OF DL'TY OX CITRUS FRUITS, BY-PRODUCTS OF CITRUS FRUITS AXD 

PACKAGES, FROM 1789 TO 1909, 

Act of July 4, 1789: On all other goods, wares, and merchandise, 5 
per cent on the value thereof at the time and place of importation. 

Act of August 10, 1790: Oranges, lemons, and limes, 10 per cent ad 
valorem. 

Act of June 7, 1704 : Oranges, lemons, and limes, 15 per cent ad 
-ralorem. . 

Act of March 26, 1804, and reenacted each year thereafter until 
February 17, 1813 : Seventeen and one-half per cent ad valorem on 
oranges, lemons, and limes. 

Act of July 1, 1812 : Oranges, lemons, and limes, 35 per cent ad 
-ralorem. 
. Act of July 14, 1832 : Lemons and limes exempted from duty. 

Act of September 1, 1841 : On all articles admitted free or which are 
chargeable with a duty of less than 20 per cent, a duty of 20 per cent 
ad valorem. 

Act of August 30, 1842 : Oranges and lemons, in boxes, barrels, or 
casks, 20 per cent ad -ralorem. Citric acid, 20 per cent ad valorem. 
All volatile and essential oils, 20 per cent ad valorem, not otherwise 
specified. Essences, not otherwise enumerated, 25 per cent ad valorem. 

Act of July 30, 1846 : Oranges. lemons, and limes ; orange and lemon 
peel, 20 per cent ad valorem. Lemon and lime juice, 10 per cent ad 
valorem. Citt·ic acid,' '20 per cent ad valorem: Oil, volatile, essential, 
or expressed, 30 per cent ad valorem. 

Act of March 3, 1857: Oils, volatile, essential or expressed, 24 per 
cent ad valorem. 01.'angesJ.. lemons, and limes; orange and lemon peel, 
8 per cent ad v,alorem. citric acid, 4 per cent ad valorem. Lemon 
and lime juice, 8 per cent ad valorem. 

Act of March 2, 1861 : Oranges, lemons, and limes ; orang,e and lemon 
peel; lemon and lime juice, 10 per cent ad valorem. Oils, volatile, 
essential or expressed 20 per cent ad valorem. 

Act of August 5. 1S61 : Limes, lemons, and oranges, 20 per cent ad 
valorem. 

Act of July 14, 1862: Citric acid, 10 cents per pound. Lemon and 
orange oil. 50 cents per pound. 

Act of June 30, 1864 : Lemons, oranges, fruits preserved in thair own 
juice and fruit juice. 25 per cent ad valorem. 

Act of July 14, 1870: Oranges and lemons, 20 per cent ad valorem; 
limes and shaddocks, 10 per cent ad valorem. Citrate of lime, free. 
Orange and lemon peel, free. 

Act of .June 6, 1872 : Orange buds and flowers, free. 
Act of March 3, 1883 : Oranges, in boxes of capacity not exceeding 

2~ . cubic feet, 25 cents per box ; in one-half boxes, capacity not ex
ceeding H cubic feet, 13 cents per half box; in bulk, $1.60 per thou
sand; in barrels, capacity not exceeding that of the 196-pound floar 
barrel. 55 cents per barrel. Lemons, in boxes of capacity not exceeding 
2~ cubic feet, 30 cents per box ; in one-half boxes, capacity not exceefl
ing H cubic feet, 16 cents pe1· half box; in bulk, $2 per thousand. 
Lemons and oranges in packages not specially enumerated or pro
vided for in this act, 20 per cent ad valorem. Limes, 20 per cent ad 
valorem. Citric acid. iO cents per pound. Fruits preserved in their 
own juice and fruit juice, 20 per cent ad valorem. Lemon and orange 
oils, limeo and orange :flower, free. Casks, barrels, ca1·boys, bags, and 
othe1· vessels of American manufacture, exported empty and returned 
filled with foreign products, including shooks when returned as barrels 
ar boxes, f1·ee. Citrate of lime, free. Lemon and lime juice, free. Orange 
and lemon peel. not preserved, candied, or otherwise p1·eserved, free. 
Fruits prese1·ved in sugar, spirits, 01· molasses, 35 per cent a.d valorem. 

Act of October 1. 18!>0 : Ornnges, lemons. aQd limes in packages of 
capacity of H cubic feet or less, 13 cents pe1· p'ackag~; in packages of 
capacity exceeding H cuhic feet and not exceeding 2~ cubic feet, 25 
cents per package ; in packages of capacity exceeding 2§- cubic feet and 

not exceeding 5 cubic feet, 50 cents per package: in packages of ca
pacity exceeding 5 cubic feet, for every additional cubic foot or frac
tional part thereof, 10 cents in bulk, $1.50 per 1.000; and in addition 
thereto a duty of 30 per cent ad valorem upon tbe boxes 01· barrels 
containing such oranges, lemons, or limes; Articles of the grnwth, 
produce, and manufacture of the United States, exported empty and 
returned filled with foreign products, including shooks, when returned 
as barrels or boxes, free. Citric acid, 10 cents per pound. Citrate of 
lime ; lemon juice, lime juice, and sour-orange juice ; lemon, lime. 
orange, and neroli or orange flower oil, free. Orange peel and lemon 
peel, preserved or candied, 2 cents per pound. Oran~e and lemon peel, 
not preserved. candied, or otherwise prepared, free. 11 ruits preserved in 
their own juices, 30 per cent ad valorem. Fruits preserved in sugar, 
sirup, molasses, or spirits, 35 per cent ad valorem. 

Act of August 27, 1894: Oranges, lemons, and limes, In packages, at 
the rate of 8 cents per cubic foot of capacity ; in bulk, $1.50 per 1.000 ; 
and in addition thereto a duty of 30 per cent ad valorem upon boxes 
or barrels containing such oranges, lemons, or limes : Prot'ided, That 
the thin wood, so called, comprising the sides, tops, and bottoms of 
orange and lemon boxes gf the growth and manufacture of the United 
States, exported as orange and lemon box shooks, may be reimported in 
completed form, filled with oranges and lemons. by the payment of duty 
at one-half the rate imposed on similar boxes of entirely foreign growth 
and manufacture. Citric acid, 25 per cent ad valorem. Citrate of 
lime, lemon. lime and sour-orange juice, lemonade, lemon limes, neroli 
or orange flower, and orange oil, free. Orange peel and lemon peel, 
preserved or candied, 30 per cent ad valorem. Orange and lemon peel, 
not preserved. candied, or otherwise prepared. free. Fruits pt·eserved 
in their own juices, 20 per cent ad valorem. Fruits preserved in sugar, 
sirup, or molasses, 30 per cent ad valorem. 

Act of July 24, 1897: Oranges. lemons, limes, grapefruit, shaddocks 
or pomelos, 1 cent per pound. Boxes, barrels, or other articles con
taining oranges, lemons, limes, grapefruit, shaddocks or pomelos, 30 
per cent ad valorem : Provided, 'That the thin wood, so called, com
prising the sides, tops, and bottoms of orange and lemon boxes of the 
growth and manufacture of the United States, exported as orange and 
lemon box shooks, may be reimported in completed form, filled with 
oranges and lemons, · by the payment of duty at one-half the rate im
posed on similar boxes entirely of foreign growth and manufacture. 
Citric acid, 7 cents per pound. Citrate of lime, lemon juice, lime juice. 
and sour-orange juice, orange, lemon, limes, and neroli or orange flower 
oil, free. Orange and lemon peel, not preserved or candied or dried, 
free. Orange peel or lemon peel, preserved, candied, or dried, 2 cents per 
pound. Fruits in brine, free. Fruits preserved in sugar, molasses, spirits, 
or their own juices, 1 cent per pound and 35 per cent ad valorem. 

Act of AuO'ust 5, 1909: Lemons, 1~ cents per pound; oranges, limes, 
grapefruit, shaddocks or pomelos, 1 cent per pound. Boxes, barrels, 
or othet· articles containing oranges, lemons, limes, grapefruit, shad
docks or pomelos, 30 per cent ad valorem: Provided, That the thin 
wood, so called, comprising the sides, tops, and bottoms of orange and 
lemon boxes of the growth and manufacture of the United States, 
exported as orange and lemon box shooks, may be reimported in com· 
pleted form, filled with oranges and lemons, by the payment of duty 
at one-half the rate imposed on similar boxes of entirely foreign 
growth and manufacture. Citric acid, 7 cents per pound. Cih'ate of 
lime ; fruits in brine ; lemon juice, lime juice, and sour-orange juice, 
all the foregoing not containing more than 2 per cent of alcohol. 
orange and lemon peel. not preserved, candied, or dried ; lemons, limes, 
and neroli or orange flower oil. free. Orange peel or lemon peel, pre
served, candied, or dried, 2 cents per pound. Fruits of all kinds pre
served or packed in sugar or having sugar added thereto, or preset·ved 
or packed ·tn molasses, spit-its. or their own juices, if containing no 
alcohol, or containing not over 10 per cent of alcohol, 1 cent per pound 
and 35 per cent ad valorem. 

It will be seen that only once during all these years was the 
tariff on lemons taken off. By the act of 1832 lemons and 
oranges were placed on the free list. There is greater reason 
now than ever before to protect this industry. It has grown 
much more important to the country, and the expense of main· 
taining it has greatly increased. Wages have largely increaEed. 
and taxes, fumigation, fertilization, and other items of expense 
have grown largely in the orchards of this country. This is 
yery clearly shown by the tabulated items of expense of two of 
the larger growers, which I submit for the consideration of the 
Senate, as follows: 

Year. 

18911 _. ··-· .. 
1892 .. ···- ... 
1893 .. ·--··-· 
1894 .. _ ... ... 
1895. ········ 
1296 .• -- .. ··-1897. ,_ ... ___ 
1898 .. ·-···-· 
1899. -·· .. -·. 
1900 .. - ····-· 
1901- ........ 
1902 .. · ··-·--
1903 ... -·-··-
1904 ... -·-·--
1905 .. - -·-··-
1906 ... ··-··· 
1007.- ....... 
1908 .. - --· ·- -
1909 ......... 
1910. - ·- -··--
191L- ....... 
1912. - : . . ·-·. 

Rit'erside Orange Oo. (Ltd.). 
[150 acres oflemon groves.) 

Taxes. Water. Fumigation. 

Total. Per Total. Per Total. Per 
acre. acre. acre. 

---
1114.13 $0. 76 $250.02 $1.67 .. .................. ............. 
365. 47 2. 44 250.02 1.67 .. ................ .............. 
488. 73 3. 26 353.60 2.35 .. .................. .......... . 
542.60 3.62 300. 94 2.01 ............... ............. 
4U.40 2. 81 291. 91 1. 95 ............ .... .... .... .. 
f03. 22 3.36 347. 58 2.32 ................. .............. 
640. 74 4.27 272.85 1. 82 ................... ........ .. .... 
653.18 4.36 426.83 ·2.83 .................. .............. 
624. 72 4.17 343.07 2.29 ................. ............. 
815.29 5.44 637. 98 4.25 .. ................ 
649.53 4.33 607.69 4.05 8682.55 $4.55 
689.28 4. 60 &35.59 5.57 515. 79 3.44 
691.18 4.61 880.60 5.87 931.66 6.21 
799. 76 5.33 1,027.83 6.85 1, 176.39 7.84 
789.52 5.26 769.42 5.13 2,570.08 17. 13 
809.53 5.40 741.12 4. 94 3,605. 74 2<'..04 

1,089.51 7.26 952. 99 6.35 3,550. 28 23.G7 
1,373.52 9.18 900.00 6.00 603. 80 4.03 
1,492.68 9.95 1,339. 34 8.93 788. 90 5.26 
1,513. 91 10.10 1,848.45 12.32 1,616. 70 10. 78 
1,450.62 9.67 ............. .. ................. .............. 
11~·40 10.67 .................... .. ........... .................... .. ...... ...... 

I 'Starts with planting of trees. 

Fertilizer. 

Total. Per 
acre. 

------
.... ................. ........... 
.................... ........... 
................. ............ 
................... ......... 
.. ............... .. ........ 
.. ................ .. ......... 
.................... ........... 
.......... ...... .. ............ 
............. .. .... ........... 

$2,256. 26 ii5.'oi 
4, 894. 22 32.63 

I 
5,211.40 34. 74 
5,452. 71 36.35 
4,8e6.10 32.17 
5,?50. 77 39.67 
7,561. 61 50.41 
7,430.03 49.53 

12,555. 71 83. 71 
14,963.17 99. 75 
................... .. ......... 

.. ......... 
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Rii;er side Trnd Co. (Ltd.:). 

~ 303 acres of lemon grove3. Bearing for ent ire period.) 

Wat.er. Fertiliz-er. 

slightest benefit to home consumers? · Our astute Democratic 
friends may thlnk this a popular move that will make their 
party votes. It will, in the Latin quarter of the city of New 
York and a few other places where Democratic votes are not 

, needed, but not elsewhere. Looking at it as a purely political 
morn supposed to be popular, no graver mistake- could be made. 
The people in California will re ent it. Just-minded people all 

. over the country who believe in fair dealing toward our own 
-----1----j·--i----1---'----•·---•----1--- people will resent it, and it will, as an act of injustice always 

Ta:xes. Fumigation. 

TotaL 
Year. 

Per 
aere.. 

Per 
acre. 

Per 
acre. Total. Total. Total. 

$4.07 ······---- ··--··- $4,340.55 $14.33 

~ 

Per 
acre. 

1!?01. - - • - ••• - $2, 192. 32 
1902. - - - .... - 2, 352. 26 
1903.-······- 2, tl14.4fi 
1904. - -· - - ··- 2, 995. 59 
1ros __ ·-··-·- 2, 928.94 
1sos __ ··-··-· 2, 835.72 
1907 .. - - - -· -- 2, 808.15 
100 . -- - ••. -- 4, 543.18 
1rog __ ··-···- 4, 4:69.34 
191Ct • • - -·. - • - 4, 913. 98 
1011. ·--·--·- 4,481.62 
1912----·-··- 5,073.80 

$7.24 ISl, 231.85 
7.76 l ,688.60 
6. 64 1, 77<J. 55 
9. 88 2, 076. 55 
9. 66 1, 634. 90 
9. 35 l, 546. 33 
9. 26 1, 984. 67 

14. oo 1, na. oo 
14. i'5 . 2, 70. 4.5 
16. 21 4, OU. 46 
14. t9 
16. 74 

5. 57 $4.98. 64 1. 65 7' 385. 59 24. 37 
5. 87 341. 25 L 13 13, 561. 84 44. 76 
6. 85 2, 387. 53 7. 88 9, 160. 04 30. 23 
5.39 635. 89 2. 08 14., 091. 13 46.51 
5. lO. 1, 5-74. 65 5. 20 12, 263. 72 40. 47 
6. 55 9, 043. 53 29. 85 :18 097. 85 59. ia 
&.66 . 5, 210.53 17.20 21,683. 88 71.50 
9. 47 7, 827 .. 45- 25. 9 19, 005.13 63. 35-

13.. 24. 2, 54.l. 79 8. 39 31, 139.14. 102. 77 

These cover the expense of taxes, water, fumigati011, and fer
tilizer. They show very clearly the gradual increas~ of the 
expenses from year to year. Fm example, in case of the Rt.-er
side Orange Co., taxes increased gradually from. 76 • cents to 
$1p.67 an acre, water from $1.67 to _$12.32, fumigation :fro~ 
nothing for the first 10 years to as high as $24.04 an acre m 
one year, and fertilizer from nothing for the :first 10 years to 

00.75 an acre in 1910. Tb.is is accounted for in part for the 
first few years by the fact that the trees we1·e sm~ but the 
Ia ter years show a steady increase of these items of expense 
not accounted for in that way. 

The account of the Riverside Trust Co. shows a similar 
condition. And this is the experience of all orchards that are 
properly cared for. 

It would b.e a suicidal policy to deprive on~ of our chief 
industries of protection under such conditions .. 

l\fr. President. the demand for a regulation of the tariff 
do"rnward is being made and political parties. have responded 
to the demand mainly, I am afraid, through political policy 
and to make vote.s. But, wh.a.te-ver the motive, it is a demand 
that should receive careful and conscientious. consideration nt 
the hands of law makers and of all classes and political parties. 
Unnecessary burdens upon the people should not be imposed or 
continued through too high or uncalled-for tariff exactions:. I 
am a thorough believer in con.fining tariff levies to sueh amounts 
as a.re necessary to pTOtect deserving industries and enter
prises that really need protection. I .do not befieve ·in throw
ing our markets open to the world where that course will 
desh'oy or materially check the advance of meritorious and 
needed enterprises and hinder the growth of our own home 
industries. .At the same time the public good must be con
sidered with the same conscientious care as that of the pro
ducer who calls for the protection of his business. Indeed. the 
common good should be uppermost in mind as a g_uide in this 
as in ull other kinds of legislation. In this, as in all other 
cases where legiBlation is proposed, the good of the whole 
people must be kept constantly in remembrance and individual 
interests must be subordinated to the. common good. With 
the e principles fully in mind I have tried to deal fairly with 
this question and to ask for nothing that is not fair and just 
as between the man who grows and supplies the fruit and the 
people who buy and consume it. I am thoroughly convinced 
that the reduction of the tariff on citrus fruits would not 
benefit the consumer in the least. I am equally convinced that 
the fight that is being made to reduce the tariff is not being made 
by or in the interest of the consumer or the people of this 
country. It is being carried on by and in the interest of the 
foreign growers and their agents and brokers and importers 
in this country, themselves largely foreigners, and all of them 
in consideration alone of their own interests without the least 
concern for the consu_mer. 

The hearings had on this question of the tariff wm show that 
the foreign producers, importers, and dealers appeared by their 
paid attorneys and in their own behalf alone. The consumer 
has had no hand in it except as he has been used by these in
terests hostile to our home industries. The funds necessary to 
bring about free lemons, or n tariff so low as to be practically 
the same have been raised by a. tax: imposed by parties inter
ested in 'the foreign competitors, upon · every box of foreign
grown fruit importec~ into on.r markets. If they c?n bring ~b.out 
such legislation it will practically destroy domestic compet1t1on,. 
give them a monopoly of the trade, and place the corummer in 
thi s country comp.1ete1y at their mercy. Does the Democratic 
Party want to put itself in the position of destroying so im
portal1t an industry in a great and growing State at the behest 
and wholly in the interest of foreign competitors without the 

does, react upon the party that perpetrates it. I a_ppeal to the 
! good sense, the justice, and the patriotism of Senators to see 
that no such redaction of the tariff is made as will destroy or 
impair this great and important industry of my State. 

Mr. President, I have consumed considerable time, and I 
must confess I am somewhat weary. The Senator from :Mas
sachusetts [Mr. WEEKs], I rmderstand, is desirous of submitting 
some remarks upon the subject, and, if it be agreeable to the 
Senate, I should be very glad to suspend at this point ap.d to be 
allowed to take up the discussion again to-morrow. I expect 
to-morrow to discuss the tariff on sugar, English walnuts, 
olirns. and olive oil, all of which a.re important industries in 
my State. I submit, l\Ir. President, whether consent will be 
given to my request. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection to 
the reqnest of the Senator from California. 

l\Ir. GALLINGER. I will say to the Senator from California 
that no other Senator is scheduled to SIJeak to-morrow, an<l 
doubtless the Senator from California will have the opportunity 
he desires. 

Mr. WEEKS. l\Ir. President, I have prepared: what I am 
going to submit to the Senate this afternoon, and I prefer not 
to be inte1·:mpted until I have finished my · remarks, though 
at that time I shall be very glad to answer questions, if Sena
tors wish to ask them. 

U.r. President, it is not my purpose to discuss at this time 
the details of any particular schedule; that shouill be done 
later during the reading of the bill; but there are some geneml 
obserTations which I wish to submit having a direct bearing on 
this legislation and the policies and principles involved, in
cluding the reasons for the proposed changes. 

As far as our fiscal policy is conc1µ·ned, the country has come 
to the parting of the· ways, and when the pending bill is pa ed 
we shaJJ have an opportunity to determine whether such radlea~ 
changes can be made without greatly impairing business ac
tivity and the general prosperity. If the results are like thoRe 
which have followed previous changes along similar line , th~re 
will be no question about thEHerdict of the c~untry when it again 
has an opportullity to pass on this action. If, on the other 
hand, it is found that the changes have demonsti·ated their 
soundness, then the question of a tariff policy will have been 
settled for a long term of years. It is, undoubtedly true that 
the Democratic Party is doing what a large minority of the 
people of the country understands it promised to do, the reasons 
given for these promises being sufficient to persuade tbis mi
nority of the voters-many of whom have had no experience with 
hard times-to support radical changes in the tariff. Whether 
this is being done wisely as to details or not is qllite anotlle1· 
question. The chairman of the Ways and Means Committee of 
the House in discussing the so-called Underwood bills of last 
year, on being challenged on the door of the Hom;e of Repre
sentatives at different times, stated that as far as he knew 
and as far as it could be done protection had been eliminated 
from the at that time pending legislation. As the bill which 
we are now considering is much more drastic than they were 
from a protection standpoint, rmdoubtedly he and all othert:i 
who agree with him would make the same answer now. It 
is not of any particular importance to try to determine whether. 
this leading. Democrat or that leading Democrat is in favor of 
free trade, for the Democratic Party has at different times 
advocated all shades of tariff principles, from declaring protec
tion is robbery to advocating a tariff fo1~ revenue with inci
dental protection. What we are concerned with is the met that 
the Republican Party believes in placing a. duty on articles of 
home production, raising sufficient revenue by so doing, and at 
the same time protecting the labor and capital engaged in the 
industry from unequal competition. This bill JJ!OVides, as far 
as it can be done. for raising the required tariff revenue from 
those articles which our people are not large factors in pro
ducing, a glaring example of this being the putting _of many food 
products on the free list, the assigned purpo~ be:mg to redu~e 
the cost of living and a.t the same time makrng up tlle lo s rn 
re-venue by putting a duty on bananas, another foocl product 
which we do not produce. -

Let us consider the principal reasons which hnve been as
signed for this radical downward revision of tpe tariff, this 
change in our fiscal policy. Briefly stated they are-

\ 
\ 
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· First. To reduce the cost of living. 

Second. 'l'o curb the power and operations of the trusts, 
including the selling of surplus products abroa<l at lower prices 
than at home'. 

Third. To de>elop competition.-
Fourth. To bring about a different distribution of wealth. 
And it is proposed to do all this without injury to or destroy-

ing legitimate industry. 
In my opinion a change in the tariff will have little, if any, 

influence in affecting any of these questions, and I propose to 
discuss my reasons for this conclusion. 

The first of these contentions, the cost of Ii ting, has been fre
quently debated and I think no one at this time places · great 
reliance on l~ssening it by reductions in the tariff; nndoubtedl)? 
there may be some reduction in prices, but the real test is the 
relation ·between prices and income. Very largely prices are 
regulated by supply and demand; they do not advance or de
cline locally, necessarily, but the conditions . which produce 
changes are frequently world-wide; great changes are not due 
to >ariation in the cost of production to anything like the 
same extent that they are influenced by the cost of distribution 
and both causes contribute infinitely less to the real cost of 
living, net cost, than the demand for what, based on the condi-

. tions of the past, may be called luxuries. We demand electric 
lights; modern heating and ventilating apparatus; bathrooms in 
every possible place; the automobile ; the telephone; the tele
graph; the wireless; talking machines; deli>ery systems, in
cluding those provided by the Post Office Department; and all 
kinds of foods packed, canned, and bottled, instead of sold in 

' bulk. 
The cost of advertising is also a material eleQlent and is paitl 

PY the consumer, and we go on to the end of our daily require
ments and complain because we pay more for these things than 
our forefathers paid for the simplest necessities. We do in 
most cases pay more for the same article than we did 10 or 20 
or 30 years ago, but so do the people of all other countries; that, 
however, is not the test which determines the prosperity of the 
people. · 

[Furnished by Printer's Ink.] 
Newspaper advertising (retail and general) ___________ _ 
Direct mail advertising ( cil'culars, form letters, etc.) __ _ 
Magazine advertising -------------------------------Farm and mail-order advertising ____________________ _ 
Novelty advertising ________________________________ _ 

~~~~~~~infe1ecfric-Siili:-ilaintea-sigll,-etc~)::::::::::::: 
Demonstration and sampling ________________________ _ 

~{~~~~ ~~~a~~:~~~~~~::::::::::::::::::.::::::::::::: 
Distributing _____________________ ;. ________________ _ 
~'heater program, curtain, and miscellaneous-----------

$2uo,ooo,ooo 
100,000,000 

60,000,000 
75, 000,000 
30,000,000 
30,000,000 
25,000,000 
18,000,000 
10,000,000 

7,000,000 
6,000,000 
5,000,000 

Grand total---------------------------------- 616, 000,00J 
Similar estimates were furnished by the Business Bourse, placing the 

total at $682.000,000 annually. 
1\Iany of the Democratic Members who spoke on the tariff 

· question in the House followed a well-established precedent 
and included in their remarks long tables showing the differ
ence in cost of many articles at other times and now; all that 
is admitted, but it pro>es nothing; these same speakers never 
take the trouble to prepare wage statistics for the same 
periods; fortunately we ha ye some sources from which abso
lutely definite comparisons may be made, viz., the report of the 
British Board of Trade in 1909, a most careful investigation 
and analysis of relati\e conditions in Great Britain and the 
United States, as wen as our census, consular, and bureau 
reports. The British board summarized its conclusions as fol-
lows: -

The workm:rn's wages would be higher in the United States by a·bout 
130 per cent with slightly shorter hours, while on the other band his 
expenditures for food and rent would be higher by about 52 per cent. 

And again the report states that-
tbe average weekly family income in certain specified trades in the 
United .Kingdom, including building, engineering, printing, and common 
labor, is $7.74. The average weekly family expenditure for food is 
$4.93, or 63.6 per cent of the family income. In the United States the 
average weekly family wage in the same trades is $19.25, and the aver
age weekly family expense for food is $8.03, or 41.7 per cent. The 
difference in favo1· of the wage in the United States amounts to 21.9 
per cent of the average weekly wage, or $4.20 a week. · 

There are wlumes of evidence, much of which I have collected 
and some of '\\·hich I will print at this time showing that con
ditions in this country relating to the cost ~f living are world
wide. For instance, the following from the Economist, London, 
March 16, 1912, shows the condition in Germany: 

The officjal st:;ttistics of prices issued by the German Government 
show that the highest level that has been touched since prices began 
to rise se".eral years. ago was reached in .January. Of the 39 articles 
~ml>raced m tile ~tat1stics not less than 21 showed higher prices than 
rn Decembe1:. while only !) were low.er anq 9 were unc:l:).anged. As 
compared with -Janu31·y1 1!)11, the prices this year (1912) are 14.6 
per cent higher, :md as compared with Februa1·y, 1900 when a low 
i·ecord was made, 21.8 per cent higher. The upward' movement in 

.T3;n!1ary· was most marked in grains, textile products, and minerals. 
Grams ~bowed an average rise of 3.62 ma1·ks per metric ton as com. 
pared with December, textile products 3.3.4, and minerals 3.03 marks. 

. This is. a much more rapid advance than has taken place 
m the Urnted States during these years, as is eYidenced by the. 
following figures : 

The average wholesale prices in the United States in i910, as 
measured by the prices of 257 commodities included in an inyes
tigation by the Bureau of Labor, was 4 per cent higher than the 
average of 1909 and 16.6 per cent higher than in 1890 and 
wholesn.le prices in 1910 were 19.1 per cent higher than in' WOO. 
Comparisons with Great Britain and Germany are used because 
the standards of living, the cost of food, and so forth, come 
nearer to conforming to those of the United States than do 
those of other countries. In all cases with the increase in the 
cost of commodities has come an increase in wages. In 1907 
the average wages per hour in the chief manufacturing and 
mechanical industries of this country were 3.7 per cent higher 
than in 190G, the regular hours of labor per week were 0.4 per 
cent .l?wer than in 1906, and the number of employees in the 
establishment was 1 per cent greater than in 1906. 

These figures, as noted, ar-e from the Bureau of Labor's inves
tigation into the subject. This investigation also shows that 
the re.tail price of food, according to the consumption in repre
sentat!ve workingmen's families, was 4.2 per cent higher in 1907 
than m 1906. For 1907 the advance in retail prices over 1906 
~as greater than the advance in wages per hour; the purchas
mg ~ower of an hour's wages, as measured by food, was slightly 
less m 1907 than in 1906, the decrease being one-half of 1 per 
~nt · · 

Compared in each case with the average for the years from 
1890 to 1899, the average wages per hour in 1907 were 28.8 
per cent higher, the number of employees in the establishments 
investigated was 44.4 per cent greater, and the average hours of 
labor per week were 5 per cent lower. 

The :etail price of the principal articles of food was 20.G per 
cent higher m 1907 than the average price for the 10 years 
from 1890 to 1899. Compared with the average for the same 
10-year period the purchasing power of an hour's wao-es- in 190i 
as measured in the purchase of food, was 6.8 per c~nt greater: 
and wages had increased 28.8 per cent, while food had increased 
but 20.6 per cent. 

The following table shows the · per cent of increase or de
~rease in wages per hour, hours of labor pei· week, the purchas
mg power of wages in -1907 in the manufacturing and mechani
~al in~ustries as compared with year.s preceding, back to and 
mcluding 1890 and as compared with the average for the 10 
years~1890 to 1899: · 
Per ce~it of increa?e ( + ) or decrease ( - ) i1t 1901, as compared tcitli 

previous years, in. employees, hours per week; wages per hour, full
time. 1veekly earnings ver employee, rntail prices of food, and pm·
chasing power of hourly wages and of ftill-time weekly em"11ings per 
employee, measured .bv retaii prices of food, 1890 to 1!J07. 

Per cent of increase ( t ~or d!J".rease (-) in 1907 as compared 
wit previous years. 

Purchasing 
power, meas-

Retail ured by retail 

Full- prices of prices of food, 
Year. · time food, of-

Em- Hours Wages weekly weighted 
ploy- per per earn- accord-
ees. week. hour. in gs ing to FUil· 

per em- family time 
ployee. COD· Hourly weekly 

sump- earn-
ti on. wages. in gs 

per cm-
_ployee. 

/ ------ ---------
A vorage 1890-1899 ...•. +44.4 -5.0 +28.8 +22.4 +20.6 + 6.8 +1.5 
1890 ... ...... .......... +52.3 -5.7 +28.4 +21.2 +17.8 + 9.1 +2.9 
1891. .......•.......... +48.4 -5.5 +28.4 +21.4 +16.2 +10.6 +4.5 
1892 ................... +45.6 -5.5 +27.8 +20. 8 +18.4 + 8. 0 +2.1 
1893 ................... +45.3 -5.3 +27. 7 +20. 9 +15. 5 +10.6 +4.7 
1894 ................... +53.5 -4.8 +31.6 +25.3 +21.0 + 8. 8 +3.6 
1895 ................... +49.8 -5.1 +31.0 +24.4 +23.3 + 0.3 + .9 
1896 ............... .... +46.5 -4.8 +29.2 +23.0 +26.3 + 2.3 -2.6 
1897 ...........•....... +43.1 -4.6 +29.3 +23.4 +25·.2 + 3.3 -1.5 
1898 ................... +35. 7 -4.7 +28.5 +22.5 +22.2 + 5.2 + .3 
1899 ................... +28.8 -4.2 +26.3 +20.9 +21.2 + 4. 2 - .2 
1900 ................... +24.9 -3.7 +22.1 +17.6 +19.3 + 2.3 -1.5 
1901. •..•...•....•.•••. +21.2 -3.2 +19.3 +15.6 +14.6 + 4.0 + . 8 
1902 ................... +16.8 -2.4 +14.8 +12.1 + 8. 7 + 5. 5 +3.0 
1903 ...•............... +14.2 -1. 7 +10.7 + 9.0 + 9.3 + 1. 3 -.3 
1904 ..............•.... +14.9 - .9 +10. 1 + 9.1 + 8.0 + 2.0 +1. 1 
1905 ... : . . ....... .. .... + 8.1 - . 9 .J.. 8. 3 + 7.4 + 7.3 + .9 + .1 
1906 .....•••••.•....••. + 1.0 - .4 . + 3.7 + 3.3 + 4. 2 .5 -.9 

This demonsh·ates that until 1907 the purchasing power of 
an hour's wages increased each year, and from incomplete 
data at hand it is belie>ed the same condition has existed 
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since 1S07. In fact, there is no evidence to show that fhe cost 
of living-net-is rising; it see.ms to be about stationar:v, for 
the statistics furnished b.Y the census reports and Bureau of 
Labar Rl1ow that wages per 'hour ha:re, from 1896 to 1.910, 
incl'ea ed 31 per cent, while dm1ng the -same period the eom
modities consumed by the wage earner have increased in price 
33 per cent. The a>eTa,ge increase in the prire of ·cam.modits.es 
has been slight, eTen if there has been any since 1910, while 
the.re 'ha,·e been many increases in wages. 

It is not pos ib1e to get aeeur.ate figures since 1910, bUt tho.se 
a\ail::ible indicate that the rate of wage per .hour has increased 
mueh fa ter than the cost -0f commofilties which the :workman 
buys. 

Oil this question of eost of living I quote with approval from 
Rn m·ticle in Cotton, June, 1913, ·by Wilfred I. King, instructor 
in political economy, University ef Wisconsin: 

The eareful 'investigation made 'by the British Boa.rd of 'TraCle 
re.cen:tly a.s rto wages and prices in different eountrfos proves quito 
C(}ncl us.ively that the eost o.f li-v.ing Js .much lower .for the A.lilenican 
workingman than for his British cousin, while the .cost of living ;in 
G"reat Britain i considerably lower than in 'Ger.many-that is, for ,an 
houi-'s work the wages of the American employee will buy a larger 
ruppJ31 at tmch enmmodities as be needs than be could ob.tain for a 
like amount of efl'ort if he worked in a Britsh es.tablisbment Similarly, 
t:'be German workman obtains less for an hoor'-s -work ·than the Britisher 
in ·the same occupation :tnd very much le s .tha.n 1tbe American simi
larly employed. The ·study of ,the Briti&h Board ,of Trade me.rely 
Yerifies the results as shawn l>Y n:.any less complete d:nve.stigations of a 
like nature. :rt is a thorong'hly tstablislled fact 1:bat t.he cost of riving 
i relatively Jow in the United States, Canada, ani:l Australia and 
vecy hlgh in such countries a.s ILd.ia, China, and .Japan. True, prices 
are lower in the Orient than 1n America, .hut :wages are very much · 
lower in -pl'Oportion. . 

It is proven beyoBd a doubt by abundant and reliable statistics tbat 
tile cost of J.iving of the workingman ii.r:I .muoh .l:ess to,day :in the U:nited 
"'tat.es .and i.n England than was the case a .century ago; Jn .fact, it 
seems a •rea.sonably safe assertion to say that it is to-day considernbly 
leas than half what it was a !lrundred years smne. The ;worlcl.ngman, 
like the other citizens, has ·shared in .the pro perity hrought .about .by 
in\ention, ffiscovery, and the organization .of i.ndus.tra>:. The United 

tates bas been especially prosperous, and the best data a.vaila.b'le indi
cate d:.he cost of living to .be :not .more than .a third of what it was in 
the days of Wash~on and .J:e1rer on. A.s measured by the standards 
of -the _past, the co t of Jiving is -very low. / 

Many .persons ·belie.r-e the ta.riff to be responsible ior the upwm:d turn 
of the no t ·of living. The taritI to-day ls -a :little .if mry mgller than 
foxmerll}'. I have contenaed, .and 1 be.lie-Ye -Lt to be true, that a Teduc
tion 1n the ta.riff would somewhat, though not greatly, -ret'luee the cost 
of '.Jivlng. I see. '.however, no reason to believe that the tariff is hl 
any way responsible for tbe cessation in the fall of the cost o'f 1iring'.. 
'l'he phenomena ls the same in the low-ta;riff En.gland and iltigh-tariff 
United States, France, and Germany . 

.Aftex fill in>estigation of all the reaso.ns 'for the probable 
increase m .the cost Df Ji>ing, noting the .influence of go1d--0utp:ut 
monopoly., the tariff, .and the .co.st of ·distribution, l incline to 
the opinion that it is due in a greater degree to density of 
l)Opulation or less land per capita than to any .and perhaps all 
other reasons combined. 

The following statement by iPmf. Frank ]1etter, in the presi
den~ ~ild1·e s to the la.st meeting .of the American Economic 
A ociation, expresses i:'his Yiew with c:Jearness and force.: 

It is the result of forces pointed out by Ricard~, Malthus, and Mill. 
The law -of di.minishing retur.n 'is at work. :Population is pressing upon 
the means of subsistence. TbQ West no longer offers free fertile lands 
to all comerst.-...and a a result tbe price of food is advancing, affecting 
not only the united States but Europe. 

Whenever PO.Pulation increases fa ter than the land supply, wages 
tend to :fall. Great density of population means less land per capita, 
less food per capita, le s iiving room, less J)rospel'ity. In the United , 
States, Ca.nada.. 'ew Zealand, and A~traUa population is compara
tively cattered anil real wages are b1gh. In Germany, France, and 
Italy population is more ·dense and .real wages are lower. 1n Japani 
India .and Chinn. population is o-vercrowded a.n..d wages are at the leve 
of bare subsistence. After population reaches a certain density, more 
people .means mo1·e ipovert_y. "l'he United' 'States has passed this point, 

and as long as we leave open our ports to the floods of immi.gtatlon 
from low-wage countries, just so lcmg will our -population increase 
rapidly and only marvelous progress 1n invention can .keep real wages 
from falling. 

The following table shows the compositio.n of the family 
income in the American group. ~t is seen that the nigher 
income is not due to the increased ·earnings -of other members of 
the family than the head. 

Average weekly 1amily income from-

Num- 1------------------~ 
oerof 
ram.i- · Children. 

Weekly !amll;y-ineome. lies l•-----------1 
rs- llns

• port- band. 
ing. 

Wife. Under 16 to 21 
J.6 20 years 

-Other. 
Total. 

I 
l 

years. years. and 
1 1 

over. 

I 
Under 9..73 •••..... ---- 67 i .16 S0.26 : 
S9.73 and under $14.60. _ 532 1.1.53 • .25 
$14.60 an.dunder!J.9.47 .. 1,036 15.16 .29 
Sl.9.47and underi24.33 .. 545 J.7.'14 :27 
S24.38and underS29.20 .. 43.7 19.11 .55 
$29 . .20and under$34.07 .. 224 19.l4 ~39 ( 
S34.07and underS38..93 .. J.31 19.98 .44 ' 
&38. 93 and over ......... 243 22.34 ."36 

W eeKiy family §.neomc. 

·Under 9.73·-··-·····----·-···················· 
$9. 73and1UI1der $14.60 __ _ ............ ·-- •. --·. 
$l!l.60"SD.Cl underS19.47 .. ·--. ·-. ·-· .. ·-- .... .. . 
Slll.47and under 524.33 .• ·--·-- ···-··········: 
24.SS and under $29.20 .. ·-. ··- •••••••••..•.... 

t:29.20 and under $.34.07 ... ·-· ... -~. ·-· ·-. _ .. . 
~34.07 and under ,.38.9.3._ ·- .. ·- ·- .... ·-·-- .... . 
t38.93 !IDd over ............................... . 

'---------
$0.07 -- .. ·-·' E.1).12 :$(1.19 0..14 

.11 0 . .23 .07 Al .22 

.20 ' .50 .21 .91 .63 

.33 1. 63 . 73 2.69 1.40 
28 2.9!1 1.1 4.11-0 2.04 

.46 . 4.98 3. 9.82 2.62 

.62 6.54 4.56 11.72 3.99 

.40 •!). 75 13. ·88 24.03 3.60 

Average 
weekly 
lam.ity 
'income. 

A-verage A veraga 
.m~mbcr of , persons per 
ch~~:e1. at 'family. 

s.:ro 
12.42 
16.99 
21.51 
26.10 

'3L38 
36.J.3 
li0.33 

1.'78 
.2.06 
2.46 
2. 
3.07 
3. ·63 
3. 82 
4.20 

3.7. 
4.0: 
4 . .54 
5.02 
5 . .27 
'5. 2 
6.10 
6.38 

The following table shows for England .and Wales .:and for 
the UIIite.d States the .average w-eekly family income filld the 
R\.erage ~a.mount and per cent 'Of the expendi.'tures· far foocl, the 
fa.mill-es being classified uccord:ing to weekly fa.mil.Y income : 

Limits af weakly-family :income. 

ID>.11TED DNGDOM. 

$6.0 .and.un.derS7.30 .. ~···--·--·· 
$7 .30 an.d under '58.52 .. ·- •... ___ . 
$8.52 and under 9. 73 .... ·- .... ·-. 

U1'TIED Bli'l'Ea 

$0.73-and untler 14..60_ ...... ··-- .. 
S14.60 and under $19.47. · ··-. ~. 
S19A7 and 11Ilder ·S2'1.3.3- ·- ·--- ·- -· 
24 . .33nnd under 29.20 .... · - ·-·-·, 

Expeniliture 011 Iood 
..Average ' Avera<>e ! ~excluding wine, bear, 
weekly · m.~oor·of . and spirits). 

f mil . children . 
a Y ill- :living .at >1----~----
.come. home. A. vcrage Perccnta,,oU 

6. 56 
7. T.l 
8. ·89 

El.2.42 
16. 99 
2L.51 
26.lil 

amount. of income. 

66.13 
65. 04 
6LM 

-47.•62 
44.15 
41..19 
1!7.7 

The fo11owing table shows the comparative co t in the two 
countries of the a.rtic1es in tbe averuge British buuget: 

Cost of Ole f&Verage British wvrkingm."!1.n's week1y bid.get (ex:;1u:lin7 c:>mm9:litie~ for w.'lick ·c:imp.lrative 11riceJ c:m n:>~ be given) a! tie prdomin1nt pri=es p:.iii by t .'le wor.l;inJ cln'W! 
of England and Wales and the United Sta~. 

Predominant range of retail pric03. Cost of quantityi:n Brit · 
ish budget in-

Commodit.Y. Q,uantityina,er- l~-----------------...,.------------------~I------,,..---~ age British budget. 
England and Wales,exelusiveof London (Octo :England United 

ber, 1905). United States {February, 1909-). : and Wales. States. 

Sugar ..... ·- .......•.... 
Cheese .. - ...... ·- -- . . . 
Butter.······-·········· 
Potatoas·-·-············ 
.Flour ..•............... 
Bread.·- ............... . 
Mille .. __ ....... ~ ...... . 
Beef ..... ·---············ 
Mutton.·········-·-··-· l 1ork._. _____ ..••.•.•.... 
Bacon .. _ ............... . 

5! pounds ... ·-·- .. 
i pound._.··--··-. 
2pounds .. . ·-····· 
17 pounds .•....... 
10 pounds ...... ___ _ 
22 pounds __ ...... . 
5 quarts .. ·-. ·- .. . 
4! pounds. ___ ... . 
1_! pounds. _., ... . 
tpound ...• -- ••. --
1' pounds .• ~·--··· 

Total cost of the above ............... : ................................... _ .... ·- ...... ·--.·-~.·--- .. --·-·--- .............................. ·-_: 

J:0.218 S0.30 
.107 .152 
.537 .679 
.147 .345 
.259 . .36J 
.558 1.242 
.3li5 .456 
.619 .639 
.Jfil .223 
.0 1 .066 
.243 t .281 

3.317 4. 755 
!===-=======!======== 

Index numbars{England.and Wale3, <Octobar., 1905"; U.nitsd Statas, February, 19J3 ............... __ ··- .................... ·- .•••................ 0 

• Adjusted !or February, 19.09 •..... -...• -- .. · · - · -· ·· · ·· ·--- · -- · · · ·· · · · · · · · ·-- · ·- · · ·- ·- · ·- ·- · ·- · · · · · · ·- · · · · · · · · ·- · · · · · · · · · · ·- · · · · · ·~ 
100 143 
100 13 

1 Mean of co1onial or "foreign~'. and Danish. 2 Mean of British or home-killed and of forelgn or colonial. 
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From the abo\e table it appears that the English housewife 

would have to pay $4.755 at American prices for the same quan
tities of those articles of food which cost at English prices in 
October, 1905, $3.317, or, as adjusted to the prices of February, 
1D09, about $3.44. Her weekly expenditure in the United States 
would thus be raised on the adjusted prices about $1.30, or 38 
per cent. During these years of increasing prices for commo~
ties and increasing wages the tariff has not been increased; m 
fa-et, it was lowered in 1909 without, in my judgment, mate
rially affecting either prices or wages or the net results of labor 
here. Those in authoritative position in the Democratic Party 
are evidently hedging on this assigned reason for putting their 
pn.rty in office, for the President, in his recent message to C:on
gress urging immediate action on currency legislation, which, 
it is true, is necessary, but which has no connection whatever 
with ta.riff legislation, gives as one of the reasons for early 
action that it was necessary in order to make tariff legislation 
more effective. The head of the business depai·tment in the 
present administration, Secretary Redfield, who is regarded by 
many as an expert in tariff matters, stated in a recent. inter
view relating to the high cost of living that a change m the 
tariff could not in any sense be considered a cure-alJ, that it was 
simply a step in removing obstacles which prevent the easy ex
change of products, and then be added: 

But no intelligent man expects it to be more. than a step. What, 
then, is the principal benefit arising from the tariff bill? To my think
ing it :ls a moral and mental benefit. 

I doubt if Mr. Secretary Redfield used that language on the 
stump dUI·i.ng the campaign last year. 

And another eminent Democrat, the chairnian of the Ways 
and Means Committee of the House of Representatives, who 
may now properly be termed an expert on this subject, in his 
speech in :.he House of Representatives April 25, 1913, in open
ing the debate on the bill, roade the following references to the 
cost of living : 

On the other hand, we know in many countl"ies not maintaining a 
high protective tariJJ: although the cost of living bas increased to some 
extent the actual cost to each individua l is far less and bas increased 
propor'tionately less than it bas to the people of the United States. 

So have wages increased less, and food has increased more 
rapidly than wages. 

Althouuh we have reduced the tariff in the interest of the consumer 
in this blll, it would be untrue to say that the elfect of this reduction 
ls going to be immediate. There are many reasons why we can not 
promise this to the people. but there is one which :ls quite sufficient. 
Under all the laws of trade supply and demand must regulate prices. 
.The retail merchants of the country have fixed their prices to-day on 
goods now on their shelves, which were bought under conditions fixed 
by Republican legislation. 

I make this comment on that statement that, of course, if 
other merchants are able to buy cheaper and sell cheaper the 
holder of goods at the time this bill passes will have to make 
his prices conform to those of his riT"als in trade. 

I agree with those who have declared that there is likely to 
be a decline in the prices of some commodities, but it will result 
from a decrease in Plll'Chasing power rather than from tariff 
changes. If the purchasing power of our people is injured, those 
who produce, manufacturers, agriculturalists, and labor alike, 
must expect less demand for their products or services and at 
k>wer rates. · No interest in a community can be injured without 
affecting all others, and that wave of demoralization will spread 
to the remotest sections of our country It is true that there is 
discontent, but explaining it by charging it to the cost of living, 
and the reason for that to the tariff, is the diagnosis of an in
competent; in this case the Democratic Party. For I repeat, the 
net cost of living, that which results after all bills are paid at 
the end of the year, notwithstanding our extravagance and waste
fulness, is the lowest in the world; that is, our people are larger 
net savers than any others, and figuring with this condition as a 
basis, the net results during the period since the passage of the 
Dingley bill in 1897 have been the best in our history, probably 
the net savings per capita have been more than twice, and 
perhaps more than three times, as great as they were during 
the first half century of our existence as a Nation. How does 
it profit a man to buy his necessities at low prices if his income 
is only sufficient for that purpose! How much better his condi
tion, even iT he is paying high prices, if his income enables him 
to do it and have a balance at the end of the year. 

In the tariff plank adopted by the Demo.cratic national con
~ution at Baltimore in 1912 is found this declaration: 

Articles entering into competition with trust-controlled products and 
articles of American manufacture which are sold abroad more clleaply 
than at home should be put on the free Ii.St. 

To make this declaration in any way workable it would be 
necessary to dete1:mine what a trust-controlled product is and 

what a trust is. No definition of a trust has been proposetl 
which is entirely satisfactory. The Oabinet officer who just 
now is eking out an insufficient salary by devoting his time to 
Chautauqua lectures once declared that any company or cor
poration which manufactmed one-half of the total output of n. 
definite product is a trust. Possibly this defines a trust as well 
as it can be done, in which case, however, _there are compara
tively tew in the Uilited States. It is true that it is quite com
mon to speak of this trust, or that trust, or the other trust, but 
in many cases the company or corporation to which reference 
is made does not manufacture 15 or 10 or even 5 per cent of the 
goods produced in that industry; therefore such a concern 
would be far removed from the trust as defined by Mr. Bryan. 
Even if anyone could define a trust with accuracy, has this 
plank of the Democratic platform had any influence in con
trolling the proposed free list? The slightest examination of 
this schedule will show that in most instances there is no con
nection between trust-made products and others which have 
been put on the free list. Products like wheat, flour, fruits. 
meats, oats, potatoes, ·rye, shoes, leather, the products of 
leather, and many other similar arti-cles too numerous to men
tion, all of which are intensely competitive in their production, 
have been treated exactly as would be a trust-made product; 
therefore it seems to be a fair condusion that no attention has 
been paid in the proposed bill to that part of the quotation from 
the platform. This is also true of the rest of the quotation 
relating to sales abroad, but to that I wish to refer in more 
detail. It seems to be impossible for a Democrat to under
stand that it is good public policy for domestic manufacturers 
to dispose of theil' surplus product wherever a market can be 
found, even if the price obtained is less than the cost of manu
facturing. 

The only times when this policy is ad.opted in this country 13 
when a surplus is produced which can not be marketed at home 
without closing down or curtailing the production of a plant, 
in which case it may be sold abroad at whatever price can be 
obtained for it. I maintain that this is sound policy, which is 
of distinct advantage to the manufacturer and his shareholders. 
to the laborer employed in the industry, to all those living in 
the community where the goods are manufactured, and as a 
result to the country as a whole. And I would go further, for 
while we only sell our surplus under these conditions we might 
well adopt the methods followed in Germany ; that is, to sell 
the entire output of a factory abroad at lower prices than 
similar grades o.f goods are sold at home. By following our 
usual policy our manufacturers are operating at a disadvantage, 
for frequently goods which are manufactured for our market, 
and whkh can be disposed of in that market at satisfactory 
prices, when sent to other markets to which they are not suited 
must be sold at a great sacrifice even if they can be sold at 
any price. The Germans study the requirements of the trade 
which they are after and manufacture the kind of goods which 
are suitable for that trade, the kind which it is accustomed to 
and for which there is an established demand, confining them
selves to the-styles and the colors required in that market. Our 
manufacturer may go into the same market with goods of 
similar texture and value to the goods of the German manu
facturer, but they may not have suitable colors or they may 
not be put up in forms that meet the requirements of the trade, 
so they do not find the ready market which is found for the 
goods of our competitor, the result being that in Germany 
large industries are being developed, steady employment is 
furnished to a great number of people, lines of transportation 
are established by German capital and are profitably employed 
in transporting this product and the trade which it develops, 
and the German Navy is provided with a fleet of transports 
without the necessity of maintaining them in time of peace. • 
We ai·e never going to reach a satisfactory stage in the develop
ment of our foreign trade until we cater to the exact wants of 
our customers; until we have established lines of steamers to 
carry our own products; until we have established banks in the 
countries with which we are doing business through which the 
trade can be financed ; in fact, until we have adopted all of the 
up-to-date policies which are commonly practiced in the corm
tries which are our rivals in developing trade with nonmanu
facturing countries. 

But to come back to th~ question of disPosing of our surplus 
manufactures. Those directly interested ai·e the furnishers of 
the capital employed in the industry and the laborers engaged 
in the manufacturing of these goods. What labor wants is 
steady employment at remunerative wages. All employers 
recognize the fact that steady employment is a great factor 
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in developing efficient and contented workmen. Wh~t capital 
wants is steady employment with reasonable returns. Neither 
condition can be insured if an industry is absolutely dependent 
on tile home market, which varies in volume with the season, 
with the condition of the crops, and with the condition of gen
eral business. Let me illustrate what this means to both the 
manufacturer and to the laborer. I will use as examples 
several industries which have furnished me with figures taken 
from their own books and checked up as to their accuracy as 
fa r as it has been possible to do by comparing them with annual 
reports and other similar sources of information. One of the 
best and most convincing arguments in favor of the policy of 
selling surplus products where-ver and whenever a market ean 
be obtained is shown in the shoe trade. Shoe manufacture1·s 
agree that when a factory is running three-fourths of the 
time the cost of manufacturing the average shoe is 5 cents a 
pair greater than would be the cost if it were running full 
cttpacity and full time; and if it were running one-half of the 
time the cost of manufacturing &hoes would be 10 cents a pair 
greater than if the factory were running till the time at its full 
capacity; These figures would vary somewhat in the manu
facture of different grades of shoes, but they are substantially 
.correct if an average is taken. · 

The testimony is almost universal among shoe manufacturers 
who have studied the question carefufly Uu1t the average profit 
mude per pair of shoes in all factories in the United States is 

- about 7 cent!'!. Let m; take as an example shoes costing the 
manufacturer $2.50. These would be sold to the retailer at 
fl.:om $2.55 to $2.60 ner pair. The retailer sells them at from 
$3.50 to $4 per pair ; the cost to retail shees being about 30 per 
cent of the retail selling price. In such a case the manu
facturer would make somewhat less than 7 cents a pair and the 
retailer would make from nothing to 25 cents perpair,depeudent . 
on the varying coit of selling the shoe in towns of different sizes 
and in different sections of the country. Now, if the manu
facturer were running his factory at 75 pe:i,· cent of its capacity, 
instead of the shoes coliltiug him $2.50 tbey would cost $2.55 ; 
if he were running at one-half of its Mpacity, instead of the 
sho~s costing him $2.50 they would cost $2.60; in one case be 
would only be making a profit of 2 cents a pair, while in the 
other case he would be losing 3 cents a pair. Therefore, to get 
the best results it is absolutely essential that he run his factory 
at full capacity. On account of seasonable change:il in styles 
and shapes of shoes it is difficult to run a shoe factory at full 
capac'ity more than three-fourths of the time. 

Le,t us take the case of a manufachlrer who makes a profit 
of 8 cents a pair on his output if he runs his factory at full 
capacity. If he ran it at full capacity three-fourths of the 
time and shuts down one-fom·th of the time, his profit would be 
3 cents a pair; but if he sold three-fo·urths of his output at fhll 
pric~ 'and the balance, one-fourth, at cost, he would make 6 cents 
a pair on his total output. Let us assume that be :manufactures 
1,00(),000 pairs a year when running at full capacity; he would 
make 8 cents a pair, or his profit for the year would be $gO,OOO. 
If he ran full capacity, but sold one-fourth of his product at 
eost, his wrofit would be $60,000. If he raii three-fourths of the 
time at full capacity and shut down his factory one-fourth of 
tbe time, his profit would be $22,000. In other words, he eould 
afford to run his factory at its full capacity, selling one-fourth 
of the output at a loss of 15 cents a pair, and come out at the 
end -of the year with the same net profit that he would if he 
ran his factory three-fourths of the time at its full capacity 
and shut down for the remainder of the year. 

Now, what is the result as far as the people employed in :!!11eh 
a factory is conceI.llled? The average wage paid to a shoe em
ployee in Massachusetts is about $1560 aimually. If the employee 

• only works three-fourths of the time, his income will be reduced. 
to $420. In other words, he would have $140 less annual com
pensation than if the factory were run full time. This woUld 
necessarily reduce rentals and directly affect every person haT
ing anything to sell in that community and indirectly affect every 
person in it. Furthermo:ae, if any surplus output is sold in for
eign countries it influences shoe manufacturing in t)l.ose coun
tI·ies, making their factories far less dangerous competitors 
than they would be if they had cm1trol of their own markets. 
This course of reasoning will apply with equal force in every 
ind\1stry, though the illustration can not be as pointedly 
made as in the case of shoes on account of the variety of 
material going into other :products and the great val"iety of 
the production as well as variations in prices. But let us 
take, for example, the conversion costs in textile manufac
turing. 

FIRST EXAMPLE. 

WORSTED. 

Figures showing increases in costs due to decreases in per 
cent of prod~ction. 

Top making. 
[Conversion costs of making tops based on full-time production of 

350,000 pounds of tops per week.] 

Conver- !11:~~~-
sion cost. sion cost. 

Worsted apinni ng. 
[Conversion costs of makiQ.g worsted yarns. based on full-time produc

tion of 175,000 pounds of 2/ 30s pet• week.] 

Conver- .Increase 
sion cost. ~o~~~:t 

Iler cent. P 61 cent. 
Full-time production...... . .................. . ..... . . . ........ 100 
Three-fourths time production. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 106. 4 

g~:==t1~fur:~~~~~gfi<ID·:.-.-:::::::::::::: :: : : : : : : : : : : ; : : : : : ~~u 
6.4 

19.1 
57. 4 

Worsted oloth---weavf»g. 
[Conversion costs per yard of- weaving worsted cloth, based on a full

time production of 300,000 yards of cloth per week.] 

Full-time production .... . . . ..... . ...... . ...... . .............. . 
Three-fourths time production .. . ............... . ... . . . ....... . 
O:qe-half time production . .... .. ..... . .... . ................... . 
One-fourth time production . .......... . .. . ...... . .. . ......... . 

Worsted cloth, d11eing anci 'ffni sli i ttg. 

Conver- J:1cC:~~~-
sion cost. sion cost. 

Per cmt. Per cent. 
100 
114. 8 14. 8 
136. 7 36. 7 
100.1 92.1 

[Conversion costs of dyeing and finisblng, based on same p1·oduction.J 

Full-time production ............... . .... .. . .. . ... . . •. . . . ...... 
';l'hree-fourths time production .... ........ .. .. .. . .. •. . ........ 
One-half time production ................ _ . . . .... . . ~ .......... . 
One-fourth time production ............................. . .... . 

SECOND Ex_UiPLE. 

COTTON. 

Oojton spinning. 

I ncrease 
Conver- .tn coa

sion cost. versbn 
cost. 

Per cem. P1r cent. 
lcio' 
119.5 19. 5 
139. 2 39.?. 
170. 7 70. 7 

(Conversh>il costs of making cotton yarn,_ based on full-time production 
ot 75,000 pounds {>er week of ~/30s combed yaiin.] 

THIBD EXAllI.PI.Il. 

WORSTED M.A.NUFACTU:RING. 

Increase 
Conver- in con
sion oost. version 

cost. 

Per cent. Per cent. 
100 . 
113.~ 
146 
219 

13.2 
40 

119 

A ~·orsted ma:nufacturer finds under conditions which have 
existed during the last six months that he could olily run 52 
looms, and the actual figures have shown thn.t the goods which 
he )1.as manufactured on this basis have cost 10.23 cents more 
per yard than if he ran 96 looms his full capacity, from which 
be figures that if he closed down his factory it w~mld cost 28 
per cent of the actual cost of his output wben running 96 looms 
and that it would cost 39 per cent of his actual cost if running 
52 looms. Many worsted manufacturers have testified that the 
profit in manufacturing ordinary goods is not far from 10 cents 
a yard ; th~refore if this mill were running at one-half its 

\ 
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capacity the profit would be nothing. How mueh better would 
it be in every way to run the mill at full capacity; even if 
one-half of the goods had to be sold abroad at cost, for hl 
that case the manufacturer would have a profit of 10 cents 
per yard on his entire output for s:ix months of the year, and 
he could even sell one-half of his output at 10 cents a yard less 
than cost and come out as well at the end of the year in dollars 
and cents as he would if he only ran bis mill at one-half of its 
capacity six months and closed it down the rest of the year ; in 
fact, he would be better off in every way, because he would not 
have di~rupted his organization and t.is plant would be in better 
condition than if it had been idle. Tbis mill is one of the most 
economically managed in Massachusetts. The evidence shows 
tha t in most cases if mills were idle one-third of the time in
stead of one-half that there would be no profit. 

FounTH ElXAMJ>LE. 

A cotton mill having 62,000 spinclles, with a capacity of 75,000 
pounds of yarn a week, shows the fixed charges connected with 
the plant-office, and general charges which can not be cut off 
'during a shutdown-amount to 6 cents per pound. In other 
1words, this plant could run full capacity, sell half of its output 
at 6 cents per pound less than cost, and be as well off from the 
stockholder's standpoint as it would be by running one-half of 
tbe time at its full capacity and closing down the remaining six 
months, in addition to continuing the employment of its work
men and all the other incidental advuntages. 

FIFTH EXAMPLE. 

A cotton mill capitalized at $1,500,000, operating 135,000 spin
dles, running full time, produced 30,000,000 yards of colored 
cotton goods during the last six months; the net earnings, based 
on actual results of this operation, were one-sixteenth of a cent 
a yard, or $20, 700 for the six months. If this mill had been 
forced to curtail production by shutting down for one-fourth of 
the time, its production would have been reduced to 23,000,000 
yards, which reduction, combined with the increased burden of 
fixed charges, would have changed the profit of one-tenth of a 
cent per yard into a loss of four-tenths of a cent per yard-or an 
actual loss of $93,600. In other words, the manufacturer hy 
running his mill at full capacity could have sold one-fourth of 
the mill's output at a loss of twenty-two one-hundredths of a 
cent per yard and come out without loss for the six months. 

SIXTH EXAMPLE. 

A worsted mill producing 5,000,000 yards annually shows a 
fixed charge of 8 cents per yard. Running three-fourths of full 
time this charge would be increased to 10. 7 cents per yard ; if 
running at half time to 16 cents per yard; and one-fourth time 
to 32 cents per yard. In this mill, figuring a profit of 12 cents 
a yard, it would, if running full capacity, make a net profit 
of $200,000; if running three-fourths capacity make a net profit 
of $50,000; if running one-half capacity make a net loss of 
$100,000; if running one-fourth capacity make a net loss of 
$250,000 . • 

SEVENTH ElXAMPLE. 

A cotton mill using 100,000 spindles and weaving 6,000 pieces 
.. of 64 square 38~-inch goods, the difference of the cost running 

the mill 12 months and 9 months was found to be three-tenths of 
a cent per yard, and in round numbers would be about-$50,000 a 
year. This case applies to a cloth which sells at about 4i cents 
per yard. And in all of the examples given it goes without say
,ing that the differences would vary somewhat with more or less 
expE>,nsive goods. 

Taking all of these instances, and they could be multiplied by 
as many as there are mills in the United States, can there be 
any question about the advisability of the policy of running 
manufacturing plants at their full capacity, either from the 
standpoint of capital, labor, or the community at large, and 
could there be any greater folly than the deolaration in the 
Baltimore platform "because some goods are sold abroad at a 
price less than the prevailing price in this country, that the 
auty shall be removed?" It might be possible that for other 
rea ons there should be no duty imposed in such cases, but that 
the duty should be remo>ed for such a reason seems to be an 
incredible piece of stupidity and lack of appreciation of one of 
the >ery fundamentals in conducting a profitable manufacturing 
business. 

In all of these instances it is cloo.rly demonstrated that it is 
not the manufacturer who is most affected by closing down a 
plant, but the workman. The manufacturer may be, in dollars 
and cents, as well <>ff to close his plant a quarter of the time as 
he would be by running' it all the time and selling his surplus 
product abroad at the rnice he could obtain for it, but in the 
first place the workman would only receive three-fourths of the 

wages he would receive if the plant were run at full capacity 
all the time, and therefore while, as I have stated, the closing 
down of a plant affects the capital invested, it is particularly 
burdensome on the workman and through him indirectly affects 

· the whole community. 
President Wilson has stated in a reeent address that he 

"beliel'es a Democratic tariff will whet the industrial wits," 
but such a tariff is much more likely to sharpen the appetites 
of the worker than the wits of the employer, who in many cases, 
as can be easily demonstrated, is obliged to work his wits over
time in order to· make a living under present conditions and 
rates of duty. The President's solemn assurance, contained in 
his message to Congress, that a reason for changing the tariff 
was to develop competition and increase our foreign trnde must 
have been made without any careful examination into the real 
conditions of our trade-either foreign or local. The fact is, 
the United States has been de>eloping its foreign trade more 
rapidly than any country in the world in the last decade, or 
since the Republican Party returned to power in 189'T. I sub
mit herewith some figures which substantially demonstrate 
this: · 

Imports of m erchandise. 

INTO GREAT BRITAIN, 

llf!~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ $i:ii!:~~~~ 
1912-------------~----------~-~-------------- 3,623,000,000 

Increase f-rom 1890 to 1901, 25 per cent. 
Increase from 1901 to 1911, 32 per cent. 

INTO GERMANY. 
1890____________________________________________ 990,000,000 
1901 ______ ~--~-----~--------~--~----------- 1,290,000,000 
1910------~------------------------------------ 2,309,000,0-00 1911 ____________________________________________ 2,271,000,000 

1912 -------------------------------------------- 2,449, 000,000 
Increase from 1890 to 1901, 30 per cent. 
Increase from 1901 to 1911, 76 per cent. 

INTO THE UN I TED STATE S. 

1890-------------------------------------------- 789,000,00~ 
1901------------------------------------~---~- 823,000,000 1911_ _______________________________ .____________ 1, 527, 000, 000 
1912 ____________________________________________ 1,653,264,934 

1913--------------~---------------------------- 1,812,621,160 
Increase from 1890 to 1901, 4 per cent. 
Increase from 1901 to 1911, 85 per cent. 

E :xports of domestic m erchandise. 
FROll GREAT B.RlTAIN. 1890 ____________________________________________ $1,282,000,000 

1901-------------------------------------------- i, 362,000,000 1910 ____________________________________________ 2,094,000,000 

1911----~------------------------------------- 2,210,000,000 1912 ____________________________________________ 2,371,000,000 

Increase from 1890 to 1901, 6 per cent. 
Increase from 1901 to 1911, 62 per cent. 

FROM GERllA.NY. 

1890-----------------------------~-------------
1901.----------·----------------------------------1910 __________________________ ~--~-------------
1911 ____________ ~-------~---------------------1912 ___________________________________________ _ 

Increase from 1890 to 1901, 33 per cent • 
Increase from 1901 to 1911, 83 per cent. 

• FROM THE UNITlID STATES. 

791,000,000 
1,054,000,000 
1,779,000,000 
1,928,000,000 
2,115,000,000 

1890 ______________________ ~-------------------- 845,0-00,000 
1901-------------------------------------------- 1,460,000,000 
1911_ __________ _: _______ . __ ~------------------- 2, 013, 000, 000 
1912----~--~--------------------------------- 2,204, 322, 400 
1913----------~-~--------------------------- 2,465,761,910 

Increase from 1890 to 1901, 72 per cent. 
Increase from 1901 to 1911, 38 per cent. 

JiJa:ports of manufactuna goods. 
FROM GREAT BRITAIN. 1890 ___________________________________________ _ 

1901 ___________________________________________ _ 
1011 ___________________________________________ _ 

1912------------------~----------------------
Increase from 1890 to 1901, 0 . 

. Increase from 1901 to 1911, 63 per cent. 
FRO:U GERMANY. 

1890------------------------------------i-----~~ 
1901--------------------------------------------
1911 ______________ ~--------------------------

Increase from 1890 to 1901, 34 per cent. 
Increase from 1901 to 1911, 65 per cent. 

FROM THE UNITED STATES. 

$1,118,000,000 
1,104,0-00,000 
1,799,000,000 
1,875,000,000 

511,000,000 
688,000,000 

1,141,000,000 

1890------------------------------------------~ 178,000,000 
1901---------------------------------------~--- 465,000,000 
1911-------------------------------------------- 907,000, 000 
1912------~------------------------------------ 1,020,000,0-00 

Increase from 1890 to 1901, 16 per cent. 
Increase from 1901 to 1911, 95 pet· cent. 
The increase in importations in the last two years has been 

more than one-thlrd as much as the total importations in 1890, 
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while the increase in exports in the same time have been more 
than one-half as much as the total exports in 1890. 

The Democratic platform, as well as the President and others 
in authority in that party, by declaration and inference, gives 
the impression that one of the reasons for reducing the tariff 
is to develop competition domestic or foreign; the new free list, 
however, and the reductions made generally bear no relation to 
competition, for they include changes in articles in which com
petition is the keenest, as well as those in which home produc
tion practically supplies the local market. In other words, the 
policy as marked out bas been to reduce without regard to 
facts, to import more and to produce less, without regard to local 
conditions. As there may be some doubt as to the correctness 
t f this statement, I will give some examples of reductions where 
there is now active foreign competition, and will ask why the 
duties in these items should be lowered, and if the result can 
mean anything except additional importations, which must 
-lessen employment for our capital and labor. To do this I will 
not go beyond the limit of this Chamber · to find articles with 
which to prove my contention. There are many concerns in the 
United States engaged in the production of the articles to w_hich 
I refer. . 

The ink wells in th~ desks in this Chamber- are made in 
Austria. Under the present tariff they pay a duty of 60 pe1· 
cent ad .valorem. (Schedule B, par. 98.) The proposed law 
places a duty of 45 per cent ad valorem. (Schedule B, par. 86.) 

Bone letter _openers found on the desks of Sena tors are rnadi~ 
in France. Under the present tariff they pay a. duty of 35 per 
cent ad valorem. (Schedule N, par. 463.) The proposed law 
imposes a duty of 30 per cent ad vadorem. (See Schedule N, 
par. 379.) 

Hairbrushes in some of the Senate offices are made in Eng
land; those in the Republican cloakroom were made in Japan. 
Under the present tariff they pay a duty of 40 per cent ad 
valorem. (Schedule N, par. 423.) The proposed law places a 
duty on hairbrushes of 35 per cent ad valorem. (Schedule N, 
par. 345.) 

Penknives made in England are sold in the stationery room. 
The present tariff places the following duties on penknives: 
Valued at not more than 40 cents a dozen, 40 per cent ad 
valorem; valued at more than 40 cents and not more than 50 
cents a dozen, 1 cent each and 40 per cent ad va.lorem; valued 
a.t more than 50 cents and not more than $1.25 a dozen, 5 cents 
each and 40 per cent ad valorem; yalued at more than $1.25 
and not more than $3 a dozen, 10 cents each and 40 per cent 
ad valorem; valued at more than $3 a dozen, 20 cents each 
and 40 per cent ad valorem. (See Schedule C, par. 152.) The 
proposed law places a duty on penkniyes-those valued at not 
more than $1 a dozen at 35 per cent ad valorem and on those 
valued at more than $1 a dozen at 55 per cent ad \alorem. 
(Schedule 0, par. 130.) 

Pens in the stationery room a.re made in England. The pres
ent tariff places a duty on pens at 12 cents a gross. (Schedule 
C, par. 186.) The new law places a duty on them at 8 cents a 
gross. (Schedule C, par. 158.) 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sena.tor from Massachu

setts yield to the Senator from Utah? 
Mr. WEEKS. I do. 

. 1\Ir. SMOOT. The Senator has just referred to the fact that 
the present duty upon pens is 12 cents a gross, and the pending 
bill reduces it to ·s cents a gross, or a difference of 4 cents a. 
gross. I wish to ask the Senator if he thinks the contemplated 
reduction of 4 cents a gross will ever be realized by the ultimate 
consumer who buys pens and pays about 5 cents a dozen for 
them? · 

Mr. WEEKS. Of course it will not. 
l\Ir. S~IOOT. All it means is that it simply gh-es the foreign 

manufacturer a better chance to take this market. 
Mr. WEEKS. That is it, exactly. 
German razors, as well as razors of other foreign makes, are 

used to shave Senators in the Senate barber shops. The duty 
on razors under thP, present law is: Valued at less than $1 a 
dozen, 35 per cent ad valorem; valued at $1 and less than $1.50 
a dozen, 6 cents each and 35 per cent ad valorem; Yalued at 
$1.50 and Jess than $2 a dozen, 10 cents each and 35 pe1: cent 
ad vn.lorem; valued at $2 and· less thnn $3 a dozen, 12 cents 
each and 35 per cent ad valorem; valued at $3 or more a dozen, 
15 cents each and 35 per cent ad n.)]orem. (Schedule C, par. 
152.) Under the proposed law razors are placed at the same 
rate of dnty as penkniyes, 35 per cent ad valorem on those 
valued at not more than $1 a dozen and 55 per cent ad valorem 
on razors 'rnlued at more than $1 a dozen. (Schedule C, par. 
130.) As further evidence that the duty now imposed on 
raz'lrs has little influence on the price compared with the cost 

of distribution I instance the case of a local manufacturer who 
has a contract to supply a distributing house a large order of 
razors at $3 a dozen; the same razor ·retails at $1.75 apiece. 

Souvenir post cards with pictures of our public buildings on 
them made in Germany may ·be found on sale in the Capitol 
Building, and no other coulcl be found for sale in Washington 
until the duty was increased on these cards in the Payne-Aldrich 
bill, whicn increase enormously developed the output of local 
factories without increasing the cost to the consumer; ill fact. 
the price was lowered. It is worthy of note that a reduction 
has been made in the pending bill which may mean going back 
to the same conditions which existed before· 1909. . · 

l\fany of the mineral waters which are found in the cioak
room are imported from Europe, although there are great 
quantities of American · bottled waters on the market. Among 
these the Apollinaris water is bottled in Germany, and it is 
interesting to note . that the French vichy served in the· cloak
room bears the colors of France and the label reads "Property 
of the French Republic." 

Ginger ale is largely produced in this country, and yet im
ported ginger ale is sold in the restaurant, as well as a great 
-rariety of mineral waters. The duties on these mineral waters 
in the present law are in-

Pints, 20 cents a dozen bottles; quarts, 30 cents a dozen bottles. 
(See Schedule 8, par. 312.) 

Under the proposed Jaw the duty will be-
Ilalf pint, 10 cents a dozen bottles; pints, 15 cents a dozen bottles; 

quarts, 20 cents a dozen bottles. 

·we are large producers of matches in this country, and yet 
if a Sena tor wishes to light a cigar in the cloakroom he finds a 
Vulcan safety match manufactured in Sweden. A very large 
number of dishes sen-ed in the Senate restaurant are prepared 
from imported articles, many of which are produced in the 
United States. And lists of this character could be extended ~ 
:::.lmost without limit. If competition is desired and not de
struction, why reduce duties in the cases I have instanced? 

Do those who appeal for reduction of duties make their appeal 
because there is not domestic competition? This reason would 
be as fallacious as in the case of foreign competition, for there 
is ample local competition in the production of most of the 
articles affected by the pending bill. 

A few instances will conclusively demonstrate this statement. 
There can be no denial of active domestic competition in every 
article produced on the farm on which the duty has becu 
lowered and which has been put on the free list, but there may 
be some doubt of the correctness of my statement if applied to 
manufacturing concerns. It is, however, easily demon trated. 
Take the cases of cotton, shoes, and wool as examples. There 
are in the United States 1,32-! concerns manufacturing cotton, 
employing 378,880 people, and producing the larger percentage 
of these goods used in local consumption. 1\Iost of these manu
facturers are stock companies and there is a public market for 
the shares, but there nevH has been any charge that ·there is a 
combination of any kind in this industry from the planting of 
the cotton to the marketing of the product; while it frequently 
happens that the same persons are active in the management of 
more than one mill. I can not find even in such cases that tlie 
mills with which the same men are connected make more than 
5 per cent of the total product manufactured in this country 
and there has never been a suggestion that any attempt has 
been made to control or fix the price of cotton goods. 

Take the case of shoes-this industry has been built up under 
conditions that hav~ tended greatly to increase rather than 
diminish competition; there are 1,918 concerns engaged in this 
industry and I do not find a single instance where those in
terested in one of the e are in any way interested in any other. 
Generally speaking they are private corporations or copartner
ships and no single concern produces more than 4 per cent of the 
product of this country. 

'.rhe same reasoning applies to the manufactures of wool; it is 
true that there bas been complaint that the tariff favored those 
engaged in manufacturing wor teds at the expense of woolens, 
and talk of the Woolen Trust has been so long repeated that 
many people really believe there is one yet; the most active and 
et'l'ective competition we have in the textile industry is in thls 
one. It was prostrated after the Wilson bill was passed, ha;:; 
been only relatively prosperous at any time since, and is to-day 
being conducted at a loss, without any hope for the future if 
thls bill becomes a law. The only basis for the charge that 
there is a trust connected with the industry is the size of the 
American Woolen Co., yet this company only operates about 
12! per cent of the looms and 14.4 per cent of the spindles en
gaged in the woolen and worsted industry, Rn-d the com11any· 
manufactures both worsted ancl woolens in the proportion of 
about 2 to 1. 
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The fact is there is intense competition in an of these indus
tries; there is not a syllable of testimony to the contrary. Yet 
the product of one is greatly reduced, the reductions in another 
have already brought its earning capacity to a minus quantity, 
and our market in the case of the third has been thrown wide 
open to the world without any possibility of resulting benefit 
to the manufacturer or workmen engaged in it or even to the 
consuming public. 

It has not been infrequently the case during the revision of 
the tariff that employers have stated to committees of the 
Senate and House, and to the public in other ways and even 
to their employees, that in case certain definite action were 
taken it would be necessary for them to either reduce wages or 
close down their mills. 

The slightest investigation of results which might come from 
a tariff revision justifies such assertions, for it goes without 
saying that the management of a mill wishes to run its property. 
and make it profitable, and operations will be continued even 
though there be no profit, and frequently when a small loss is 
incurred, because closing down means a disruption of organiza
tion, the losing of many good and skilled employees who go 
elsewhere for employment; and even without these reasons, the 
fixed charges incident to the business entail a very material 
loss. 

I quote from a letter written me by Mr . .Arthur Lyman; an old 
and well-known manufacturer of Massachusetts, under date of 
.May 14, which relates to this subject. He says: 

Business i'> already held up in anticipation of lower rates, and delay 
in passing the bill will simply aggravate this situation. Large orders 
given unreservedly months ago are held back by the buyers, who refuse 
to give details as to patterns or colors. This, of course, involves the 
stoppage of machinery. The stoppages of mills and the discharge of 
operatives have nothing to do in the way of threats. The real reason 
is the stoppage of orders and consequently the impossibility of making 
sales. No mill will stop as Jong as the goods can be sold at cost or 
even at a little Jess, because the continuing expenses of interest, taxes, 
depreciation, loss of skilled labor, etc., are exceedingly heavy items and 
much heavier here than they are abroad. · 

This statement, made by Mr. Lyman, who I understand 
is n·ot an active Republican, undoubtedly states the case 
exactly as it is, and yet for the first time in the history of 
the Government we have an authoritative statement from the 
chairman of the Ways and l\Ieans Committee, and apparently 
from the Secretary of Commerce, that in case mills are closed 
down an investigation will be made as to the efficiency of the 
management of the property. During this session a majority 
of this body passed a measute which prohibited the expenditure 
of any part. of a certain appropriation made to carry out the 
provisions of the Sherman .Antitrust Act in the case of labor 
unions and farmers' organizations. In other words, the Gov
ernment has said we will not prosecute labor organizations 
for violating the statute Jaw, encouraging thereby labor unions 
to try to bring about the results which they desire; and now 
we have an authorized governmental official in high position 
declaring that .if the managers of large properties protect their 
stockholders by doing the only th!ng possible in order to prevent 
losing money-that is, by closing down plants or reducing 
wages-that they will be investigated and something will be 
done; just what, nobody h'"Ilows. It is evidently an attempt to 
intimidate the managers of American industries. Certainly 
the latter are now, under this administration, between the devil 
and the deep sea. 

Let us see for a moment whether such a policy as is now 
contemplated by the Secretary of Commerce can be undertaken 
with the probability of results which will be beneficial to labor 
or to anyone else, and I will call the Secretary of Commerce 
himself as a witness to testify ·that this can not in all proba
bility be done. 

August 21, 1911, a resolution passed the House of Repre
sentatives providing for an investigation of the Taylor system, 
which is designed to bring about scientific management in 
manufacturing establishments, and which at that time was being 
introduced into Government arsenals at Watertown, Mass., and 
Rock Island, Ill. The committee appainted under this resolu
tion to investigate this system was composed of three members
William B. Wilson, now Secretary of Labor; William C. Red~ 
field, now the Secretary of Commerce and the mouthpiece for 
this propaganda; and John Q. Tilson, at that time a Republican 
Representative from Connecticut. They reported to the House 
March 9, 1912, the result of their investigation, and I find in 
that report this statement: 

A great amount of good work has been done by Mr. Taylor and others 
in working out the details of scientific methods of shop management, 
but neither Mr. Taylor nor anyone else bas presented to this committee 
a system so complete as to justify a recommendation that it be imposed 
in its entirety in any Government shop. 

Any radical change in factory management should be gradual evolu
tion out of that which has preceded. The present systems, or lack of 
~~~r~sio;i'it~v~rilfoit00io'd~a~e;ro~ar~aY~!rgiia~~t;e ~er;;~e:h~fa r:~ 
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suddenly or even quickly imposed by fiat from above. Men have be
come accustomed alike to the good and the bad that are in the systems 
under which they work. . They know and approve the good ; they know 
bow to combat the evil. They are naturally and properly suspicious 
that motives purell selfish may be behind the sudden change. Confi
dence ls a plant o slow growth. Neither the Taylor system nor any 
other should be imposed from above on an unwilling working force. 
Any system of shop management ought tO be the result of mutual con
ference and mutual consent, and that takes time. 

.And, again, the report says : 
Conditions vary in different shops, and a system which woulrl be 

effective in one might not be so effective in another. The wo1·k and 
responsibility of selecting, evolving, or introducing a system suitable to 
a particular shop must in a great measure depend upon the intelligence 
of the management. 

This is undoubtedly a correct statement, for there is every 
reason to believe that it accorded with the results of the iuyes
tigation made. Certainly it was not intended to be unfrier:dly 
to organized labor, for the Secretary of Labor, who was chair
man of that committee, is a union-labor man, and neither of 
the other members of the committee had any prejudice against 
labor in making the report. If it is impossible in a Go\·ern
ment shop to determine what is efficient management, and if it 
is necessary to, as this report says, prevent drastic or radkal 
change in shops so that they should not be suddenly or even 
quickly imposed by fiat from above, how is it going to be pos
sible to go into a private conce1:n, eTen if the Government is 
authorized and justified in doing so, and determine whf!ther 
that concern can be so rtm as to bring profitable results under 
the conditions imposed by this or any other tariff? The whole 
suggestion is of the bulldozing variety, intended to as far as 
possible coerce .American manufacturers to continue running 
their plants without reduction of wages and without regard to 
net results obtained, hoping that some fortunate cii-cumstance · 
will occur which will prevent the utter collapse of business, 
which its framers know is likely to result from the passag€ of 
this bill. 

If, however, Secretary Redfield has changed his mind since 
making the above-mentioned report, I suggest that he make a 
personal examination of the declared purpase of Gov. Foss to 
transfer his industry to Canada. That is a case where the 
Secretary can determine conditions at a glance, for he has been 
engaged !n the same industry, and it is reported that he is 
rather familiar with conditions at the E'oss shops. Of course, 
he can deal with this case without the fear of the charge of 
prejudice against the manufacturer, for Gov. Foss is an old 
friend and a political associate. 

In the ta.riff plank of the Baltimore platform of last year this 
expression is used in speaking of protection : 

It is a system of taxation which makes the rich richer and the poor 
poorer. · 

A declaration which has frequently been made by the Demo
cratic Party in convention assembled and which has such a suc
culent sound that it is constantly repeated by Democratic ora
tors in political campaigns, who at the same time -urge in effect 
the claim that the Democracy is the great leveler and is striving 
to make the rich poorer and poor richer, without regard to 
methods or means or results. 

The whole subject is too broad a one fo attempt to discuss at 
this time, but it has some application to the action which has 
been taken in preparing this bill, and especially in applying to 
many industries in which the people of Massachusetts are en
gaged, the suggestion that stockholders are getting too large re
turns and employees too little. If this is not the reason for the 
radical reductions in such industries as cotton, woolens, wor
steds, and shoes, why have they been selected for the drastic 
treatment gtren them? Massachusetts is a great manufacturing 
State; very largely its prosperity depends on the steady and 
remunerative employment of its capital and labor engaged in 
manufacturing industries. It leads all other States in the manu
facturing of shoes, cotton, woolen and worsted goods, and as
suming for the moment that the rich in the case of these three 
industries are the stockholders and the poor are the employees, 
it is fair to consider whether the radical cuts in the products 
of these industries have been justified on the ground that the 
stockholders, or those furnishing the capital, are getting richer 
or unreasonable returns for their capital, while those employed 
in the industries are getting poorer or less than reasonable 
remuneration for their services. 

This is a question which can be pretty definitely demon
strated, because there are many communities in Massachusetts 
in which such a large percentage of the population is employed 
in one or two industries that directly or indirectly it may IJe 
asssumed that their welfare .is dependent upon them. I hnve 
spoken of Massachusetts as a great m::inufacturing State. There 
are emploSed in her manufacturing industries 497,549 people, 
which, with those dependent on them and associated with them 
in some way, compose a majority of the population of the State. 
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For many years :Massachusetts has had on its statute books 
. proYision for the establishment and m::dnten:mce of mutual 

saving banks. These banks are not money-making concerns in 
any respect. .After paying for the c0st of operation all profits 
except a small surplus which is set aside each year go to de
po itors. They are privately managed and publicly supervised. 
Their investments are carefully regulated by the laws of the 
State and the losses as a result of their operations have been 
negligible. These banks are not operated for the benefit of the 
rich or even the well-to-do, but are operated for the benefit of 
those citizens who for manifest reasons have not had sufficient 
experience to safely invest · their sa-vings, and they are an en
couragement to citizens to save their money. That they are 
not intended for otller classes is indkated by a provision in the 
law which limits the amount of depcsit which any one person 
may have in a bank to 1,600, which includes accumulated 
interest; furthermore, the rate of iuterest which these banks 
haYe averaged to pay-slightly under 4 per cent for a term of 
years-is not sufficiently remunerative to warrant the average 
investor depositing his money in them even if it were possible 
for him to do so. As a matter of f;:;ct, if a well-known man 
who had business connections of such a character that it might 
be assumed he could safely invest hls own money should attempt 
to deposit $1,00-0 in any of the larger savings banks of the State 
he would be told to take his money and go his way ; that the 
banks were not organized for his benefit, but for those who in 
all probability could not wisely and safely invest their own 
savings. Therefore the deposits in Massachusetts savings banks 
roust indicate, in fact must be the most conclusive proof of, 
the financial condition of people in very moderate circum
stances; if so, the increase in these deposits throughout the 
whole Commonwealth is a striking demonstration of their 
prosperity. · 

l\Iassachusetts at the present time bas about three and a 
quarter millions of people, not many more than one-fifteenth of 
the population of Gr-eat Britain or Germany or France, which 
are our great rivals in manufacturing industries, and yet the 

' deposits in the l\Iassachusetts savings banks are very nearly 
equal to the deposits in the savings banks of each of those great 
countries, and they have been increasing at leaps and bounds 
daring the period of great prosperity which followed the pas
sage of the Dingley tariff bill in 1897. The following is a state
ment of these deposits and the number of accounts outstanding 
for a term of years: 

Number and amount of deposits in sat:ings banks in the State. 

Open ac
counts. 

1!?00 .•• ······························-·······-·-········· ··•····•·••• 
1£05 •. ····················-··············--·-············ . ..•..•. •. •. 
l!:C6 .•.•••••••••• - .•••••..•••••••••.•.•••••••••••.•. - • • . . 1, 908, 141 
1~07 .. -··········-········-··········-··········-···-···· 1,971,644 
l!>O ··············-·-······················-···-········· 1,973,926 
l!lG9 •••••••••••••••• _ ·- •••.••• - •• - .••••••••• - •••.•• - . • • . . 2, 040, 894 

m~::: :: : : ::: : ::: : :: : ::: :::: :::: :::: :::: :::: :::::: :::::: ~ ig<j:~~ 
1912 •••••..•• -· •••••••••••••• : • • - • • . • • • • • •• •• • •• • • • • • . • . . 2, 200, 917 

Deposits. 

$40, 403, 686 
662, 808, 312 
694, 081, 141 
706, 940, 596 
709, 519, 730 
743, 101, 481 
770, 814, 45.2 
802,~, 707 
838, 635, 097 

The latter shows that practically two-thirds of the people ol 
Massachusetts, barring the possibility that a person has a de
posit in more than one savings bank, have deposits in our mutual 
banks, which in itself indicates their popular character. I have 
said that these have been years of great prosperity, which is 
true, generally speaking, though there have been variations in 
this prosperity. This is particularly shown in the deposits of 
1908, which are only $2,50-0,000 greater than those of 1907, owing 
to the panic of that yenr. 

In addition to these mutual savings banks, Massachusetts has 
a system of cooperntil'e banks which provide funds for building 
operations, enabling a man in small circumstances to deposit 
in these banks and obtain through such deposits money for his 
building operations on the most advantageous terms. The last 
returns show that there were 162 such banks, and that the de
posits were $74,484,048, au increase of $6,910,667 over the re
tnrns of the previous year. These banks are used by substan
tially the same class of people who use the mutual savings 
banks. They are also under the supervision of the State, and 
their losses in operation have been substantially nothing. In 
addition to this the Commonwealth charters trust companies, 
which do a trust business, but also a general banking business, 
so that they are, in effect, State banks. The deposits in the 
65 trust companies of the State are $283,200,553. These deposits 
are to a considerable extent those of trustees and others of n 
similar character. 

While the trust companies can not be put in the same class 
as mutual savings banks, because they frequently hold the de-

posits of busines.s men of large affairs and do a regular banking 
business, they are not so generally used for such a purpose as 
are national banks, and to some degree show the prosperity of 
other classes than the active business men of the State. These 
statements show that during recent years there has been pros
perity among the citizens of Massachusetts in the employed 
classes where a large percentage are connected with those in· 
dustries referred to and many others which will be affected by 
this legislation. The reductions made in the duties imposed in 
the pending bill must necessarily result in increaS€d importa
tions, and it would be of interest to be told how these workmen 
nre to be benefited if we are to buy in other countries goods 
which they now produce. 

It is impossible without a considerable amount of labor, 
which would not be justified, to give the total dividends paid by 
Massachusetts industries, because very many of the larger 
businesses, especially in the shoe industry, are either private 
corporations or copartnerships, and no statement of the dividend 
return or profits obtained is possible, although we do know 
that in the shoe industry the average profit on a pair of shoes 
is less than 7 cents a pair and that it has not varied materially 
from that figure during the period to which I am referring, 
though the present profits in shoemaking are undoubtedly less 
per pair than they were in the period between moo and 1910. 

Therefore in order to demonstrate that the returns on capital 
haye not increased in the same ratio or in fact increased at all 
during much of this period it is necessary to take individual 
communities which are largely dependent on a single industry. 
By so doing I think I can show that the returns of the rich-if 
the rich are called stockholders in manufacturing industries; 
and. by the way, there are tens of thousands of stockholders in 
our cotton and. wool industries frequently having small holdings 
which represent the savings of the owner for many years or for 
a lifetime-have been diminishing while the prosperity of the 
workers themselves has been increasing; and in order to do this 
I will take as examples the city of New Bedford, where, generally 
speaking, high-grade cotton goods are manufactured; the city 
of Fall River, where, substantially speaking, :i lower grade of 
cotton goods is manufactured; the city of Lawrence, where 
the manufactures are about equally divided between cotton and 
worsted goods; the city of Brockton, the largest shoe-manufac
turing center of the United States; the city of Lynn, which is 
one of the great shoe centers and also the location of a part of 
the plant of the General Electric Co. I speak. of these typical 
places, because the returns on capital invested, except in the 
case of Brockton, can be figured much ·more definitely than in 
other cases, and they illustmte as well as would others the 
argument which I am going to develop. 

The two savings banks in New Bedford held at the end of the 
year, October. 31, 1912, $28,427,468.38, and the table which fol
lows shows the increase each year for the past ten. 
Deposits of the 2 sa11fngs banks in New Bedford, Maas., ai~d the atinuai 

increase for the years 1903 to 191'2, as of 1·ecorct of Oct. Sl, each vear 
enumerated. 

1903. - •••.••.•.... -- • - . - . - .••• -- .•••••••••• - - .• - .• -·. 
1904. ············-·········--··-·····-·····-···-··-·· 
1905. ·-·······-················-··············-······ 
1906 ..•••••.•• -· ••.• - • -·'- •••••.••• - ••.•• -· ••••.•• - -·. 
1907 •••••.••.•••.••.••.•••••••••••••••• ·········-··-· 
1008 •••••..••.•••••.•••••• _ ••.•......•..••....••..••. 
1909 .•••••.• ·-··························-············ 
1916 •••••..••..••..• ·-·. ·-···· ••.••••••. ·-· ·--· --- -·. 
1911_. ·····---·-······---····-·····--··-·········-··· 
1912 .. ·-··································-········-· 

Total deposits. 

Annual in
crease in de
posits over 
previow 

year. 

$22,872,940.57 
23, 2~p1s. 36 . .• -i339; i74."79 
23, 97., 969. 25 765, 853. 89 
25, 052, 499. 20 1, 07 4, 529. 95 
26,092,321.05 1,039,821.85 
26, 565, 101. 28 472, 780. 23 
26, 815, 115. 64 250, 014. 64 
27,287,737.13 472,621.49 
27, 772, 533. 73 484, 796. 60 
28, 427' 468. 38 654, 934. 6.5 

In addition to the above, New Bedford has three national 
banks and a trust company, having a total deposit of $14,747,000. 
The wages in the mills of New Bedford have been frequently, 
increased, the last change being in the spring of 1912, when 
they were increased 10 per cent; but while the wages of the 
employees have been increased and the deposits in savings 
banks show that the employees are reasonably prosperous, 
dividends have not shown the same tendency. 

The total capital of the mills of New Bedford -amounts to 
$37,126,300. The dividend paid in 1912 was $1,647,000, or 4.4 
per cent on the capital. The dividend paid in 1911 was $2,020,-
475 or 5.5 per cent on the capital invested. The dividend paid 
in fa10 was $3,057,0-00, or 9.59 per cent on the then outstandir..g 
capital. No mill during that period increased its dividend aml 
about one-half of the mills decreased their dividends. In many 
cases the dividends of 1911 ancl 1912 were not ea.rued, but were 
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paid out of the surplus which had been accumulated in the past, 
and it will be noted also that the capital stock of the New 
Bedford mills outstanding is only about one-half the replace
ment rnlue of the mills, which, if figured at $20 a spindle, 
would be $GO.OOO,OOO. . 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Ur. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from l\Iassachu

setts yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 
l\fr. WEEKS. Yes. 
:Mr. HITCHCOCK. I recall having heard that the stock 

of those mills was watered to a great extent, not the par
ticular mills the Senator quotes, but the woolen and cotton 
mills of Massachusetts. Can the Senator state what the fact 
is, whether the capital that he referred to was genuine capital 
or whether it was watered? 

Mr. WEEKS. I am coming to that in a moment. I will say 
that it is impossible to water the stock of any Massachusetts 
corporation under the Massachusetts laws. That statement 
applies to all Massachusetts corporations. I will com·e to that 
point later. The statement, however, has :ra.o basis whatever, I 
will say to the Senator from Nebraska. 

Therefore the average dividends of the past three years, 
which on the outstanding · capital were 61 per cent, would have 
been on the replacement value exactly 4 per cent. Can it be 
c::aid with these figures before us that the mill owners of New 
Bedford are growing richer or profiting unduly at the expense 
of the mill operatives who have, during this period of decreasing 
dividends, received an increase in their pay of 10 per cent and 
who are evidently making material savings, as is evidenced by 
bank deposits? 

In the case of Fall River, substantially the same result is 
found. There are in Fall River 32 mills which paid an average 
dividend from 1900 to 1912 of 5.99 per cent. 

The outstanding capital of the Fall River mills is $30,710,000, 
an average of $10.20 per spindle. The cost of building a new 
mill of the character of those located in that city at $1'8 a 
spindle would mean a capitalization of $55,000,000; therefore 
the dividends for the period referred to, instead of averaging 
5.99 per cent per annum, would have averaged 3.4 per cent on 
the replacement value. 
D eposits of the 4 savi1igs banks in, Fall River, Mass., and the annuaZ 

increase for the yeat·s 1903 to 1912, as of t·ee-0rd of Oct. 31, eac1~ year 
enumerated. 

1903 ..• ·••···••••••···•••••·•··•••·••··•••·•••···•··· 
1904 •.. ···••·••·• ••·••· ••·• •••••••··•···••••··• ··• ·•• 
1905 ..• ·•••··•· ••. •••·•· ••• ·••••• ..••.•. ••••••• •••..• 

l~:::::::::::::::: : :::::::::::::::::::: ::::::::::: : · 
1908 ..•..••••.••••••••••••..•..••.••..•.• ••••••. ••.•. 
1909 .. ·••·•••••••••••••••••••••••••·•••••••·•·•· •·• •• 
1910 •• . ····••••••·•·•••·•••••••••••·· ··••·••••••·•·•· 
1911 ....•.•.•..••••••••••••••. : ••••.••••.•••••••..... 
1912 .•..... ·•·••·•·••••··· ••••··••·•••••·•·•••·•·•••· 

i Decrease. 

Annual 
increase in 

Total deposits. deposits over 
the previous 

year. 

$18, 989, 44.9. 94 
18, 728, 393. 04 
19, 148, 997. 36 
20, 226, 852. 47 
21, 397' 906. 21 
21, 268, 287. 82 
22, 086, 238. 37 
22, 507,084. 95 
22, 958, 636. 4.7 
23, 906, 325. 08 

l $261, 056. 90 
420,604.32 

1,077,855.11 
1,171,053. 74 . 
l 129, 618. 39 

817,950. 55 
420,846.58 
4.51,551. 52 
947,688.61 

Can it be possible that anyone would contend that with in
creased earnings and increased savings of the workmen and the 
decreased dividends, as is illustrated in the case of Fall River, 
the stockholders there are getting richer and the employees 
are getting poorer? 

Brockton, as I have suggested, is the leading shoe manufac
turing centei.' of the United States. It is a comparatively new 
city, but there are situated . at Brockton several of the largest 
shoe industries in l\1assachusetts, and, sub tantially speaking, the 
people of that community are engaged in or dependent upon this 
industry. The savings deposits in Brockton's banks do not 
show the deposits which would be expected in such a pros
perous city, the reason being that many savings banks in com
munities around Brockton and contiguous to it are older than 
those in that city and many of the employees of the Brockton 
factories come from adjoining towns, so that the deposits in 
Brockton do not properly demonstrate the prosperity of its 
people. 

There has been substantially no change in the volume of 
business at ·the Brockton factories during the past year, and as 
but one of the factories is capitalized it is impossible to state 
what the net earnings have been, but it is a fair statement that 
the net profits for a pair of shoes is no larger than heretofore, 
and on account of the increased ·cost of leather it is quite likely 
less; yet the sa>ings deposits show an increase of 100 per cent 
·n 10 years. I append a table showing this increase. 

Deposils of the S savings banks in Brockton, Mass., and the annual 
!':i~:i~~-~t~':l.- the ye&·s 1903 to 1912, us of record of Oct. · 31, each year 

Annual 
increase in 

Total deposits. deposits 
over pre
vious year. 

1903 ..•.. ... .........••......••.... .. •... ...• • . .•...... 
1904. ····-······· ·· ····················· · ·············· 
1905 •.•.•..••......•....... . .••..••...•.... ··••·•·•···. 
1906 . ·•···················•··············•············· 
1907 ... ········ •··•··•·•·•· ...•....•.•.•• :: .•••.•••.•. ·-

~=::: ::::·:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
1910 .••.. ··•··•·• ..•...•. ······ ... .. •.••.............. -
1911. ................................................. . 
1912 .. ·· ··············································-

$4, 789, 521. 29 
5,197,318.24 
5, 755, 849. 28 
6, 349, 609. 16 
6, 580, 281. 97 
6, 644, 601. 44 
7' 210, 126. 26 
7, 991, 770. 88 
8, 769, 169. 48 
9, 638, 010. 28 

$407' 796. 95 
553,531. 04 
593, 759.88 
230,672.81 
64,319. 47 

565,524.. 82 
781 ,644. 62 
777,398. 60 
868,840.80 

Similar conditions obtained in Lynn, where the savings banks 
show an increase of $4,400,000 in 10 years, although the shoe 
factories do not indicate increased net earnings and the General 
Electric dividend has not been changed. 
D eposits of the 8 savings banks in Lynn, Mass., and the annual increase 

for the years 1903 t<> 1912, as of 1·ecord of Oct. 31, each year enumerated. 

1903 •••••........•..•.....••••.••..•..........•.....••. 
1904 •.• ••····•·•·•···•· .•..................•...•....•.. 
1905 •.• •• ··· ••• ··· ·· .•.•••. •••••···••·•·•·•····•·•••·•· 

~~::::::::::::::::::::::~ :::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
1908 ••••••...•.•..•.••.•. •. .....••..........•...••••••. 
1909. ••••·············••·········•····················· 
1910 .••••............•...........................•..... 
1911 ••• •··· ····· .... .................................. . 
1912 • ••••..•.••..•...•.•.•..••...•..••..•..•...•...•... 

1 Decrease. 

Total deposits. 

$10, 080, 753. 35 
10,522,014.26 
11, 155' 553. 26 
11, 842, 986. 23 
12' 042' 910. 68 
11,911,347. 73 
12,524,671. 99 
13, Hi6, 803. 76 
13, 823, 034. 45 
14, 490, 834. 39 

Annual 
increase in 

deposits 
for the 

previous 
year. 

$441, 260. 90 
633, 5:{9. 00 
727,432.97 
199,942.45 

1131,562. 95 
613,324.26 
612,131. 77 
656,230. 69 
667, 799.94 

Senators will .recall the labor troubles which disturbed busi
ness in Lawrence during 1912, affecting the earnings and divi
dends of LawTence mills; yet the savings deposits increased in 
that city $692,239.50 for the year and show a gain of 42 per cent 
in 10 years, while in no instance has there been an increase in 
mill dividends since 1907, while several corporations are now 
reducing. 
Deposits of the 3 sa'tings banks in Laicrence, Mass., and the annual 

increase for the years 1903 to 191~, as of record of Oct. 31, each year 
enurnerated. 

1903 •••••...••...•••••..••..••.•......••.••••.•.••.•. 
1904 •••••..•....••.•••..••••.•••......••••••••••.•••• 
1905 ••••••..••...••••••.••••.•.•.••••.••••••••.•••••• 
1906 •••••••.•••.••••••••••••••••.•••..••••••••••••••. 
1907 •••••••.••••.••...•••.•••••••.•••••••.••••.•••••• 
1908 ••••••.•.•••.•••..••...•.••••••••••••••••••••.•.. 
1909 •••• •••.••...•.••••••••..•.••.• ••••••••.•..•••••. 
1910 •• •••••••···• •·•·· •·••·•··•••·•···•• · ••··••• ·· •·· 
1911. ••• •···••••·••·····••··•··•·•······•••··••··•··· 
1912 ••••• ..•.•.••..•.••....• .••• ••.•... ••• ..• . ··••··· 

1 Decrease. 

Annual 
Total deposits. incre:IBe in 

deposits over 
previous yeM. 

$14., 129, 627. 89 
14, 853, 2.20. 64 
16, 057, 307.13 
17, 254, 413. 79 
17,898,4.60.0! 
17, 516, 557. 74 
18, 4.64, 364. 02 
19, 018, 433. 14 
19, 494, 732. 18 
20, 186, 971. 68 

$723, ~92. 75 
1, 204, 086. 49 
1,197,105.65 

644,046. 25 
l 381, 902. 30 

947,800.28 
554,069.12 
476,299.0! 
692,239.50 

ARE CORPORATIONS ENGAGED IN :M.A.NU:B'ACTURING IN NEW ENGLAND OVER· 
CAPITALIZED? 

I have already indicated in the case of New Bedford, FaU 
River, and Lawrence that they are not capitalized for more than 
about one-half of their replacem~nt value. At this point I wish 
to insert the following list of New England manufacturing cor
porations recently prepared by a trade paper: 

!~~~~g~g~::::: : :: ::::::::::: 
Atlantic Cotton .. . . ............ . 
Bates Manufacturing Co ........ . 
Boott Mills ..................... . 
Boston Duck .•••................ 

Capi-
tal Replace-

Capital. Spindles. per ment 

Sl,000,000 
450,000 

1,000,000 
1,200,000 
1,000,000 

350,000 

spin- value. 
dle. 

69, 798 $14. 62 
67,414 6.67 

105,000 9. 52 
82,000 14. 63 

158, 136 6. 32 
20, 708 16. 90 

Sl, 395, 960 
1,483,108 
2,100,000 
1,640,000 
3,162, 720 

414,160 

TJnder
capitaliza

tion. 

$395,960 
1,083, 108 
1,100,000 

440,000 
2,162, 720 

64,160 
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Mill Capital 

Capi-
tal Replace-

Spindles. ~ ment 
spm- value. 

dle. 

Under
capita.liza

tion. 

Boston Manufacturing Co....... S.600,000 63,232 1,393,304 !793,304 
Cabot Manufacturing Co ........ 800,000 66,064 1,321, 280 521,280 
Chicopee Manufacturing Co..... 600,000 90,384 6.64 1,807,6 0 1,247,680 
Continental Mills....... .. ....... 1,500,000 100,000 15.00 2,000,000 500,000 
Dwight Manufacturing Co....... 1,200,000 220,000 5.45 4,400,000 3,200,000 
Edwards Manufactur:ing Co..... 1,100,000 103,000 10.6 2,000,000 900,000 
EverettMills .................... 1,400,000 110,000 12.73 2,200,000 800,000 
Fisher Manufacturing Co.. ...... 500,000 50,000 10.00 1,000, 500,000 
Great Falls............. ........ . 1,500,000 136,000 11.03 2,720,000 1,220,000 
Hamilton Manufactur:ing Co..... 1,800,000 118,260 15.23 2,365,200 565,200 
Hill Manufacturing Co.......... 750 000 110,000 6.82 2,200,000 1,450,000 
JacksonCo...................... 600;000 55,000 10.91 1,100,000 500,000 
LancasterMills .................. 1,000,000 80,000 12.50 1,760,000 600,000 
Lawrence Manufactur:ing Co..... 1,250,000 111,000 11.16 ~,000,000 970,000 
LymanMills .......•............ 1,470,000 110,000 13.36 2,200,000 830,000 
Massachusetts Mills. .. .......... 1,800,000 128,000 14.06 2,560,000 760,000 
Massachusetts Mills in Geo~a.. 2,000,000 100,000 20. 00 2,000,000 __ ..•.... - . 
Merrimack: Manufactur:ing Co... 4, 400, 000 340, 000 1 12. 94 6, 800, 000 2, 400, 000 
NashuaMa.nufactur:ingCo ...... 1,000,000 97,768 10.23 1,9-55,360 g55,360 
NaumkeagMills ................ 1,500,000 101,000 14.85 2,020,000 720,000 
Newmarket Manufacturing Co.. 600, 000 61, 000 9. 84 1, 220, 000 620, 000 
Pepperell Manufacturing Co . . . . 2, 556, 000 250, 000 10. 04 5, 000, 000 2, 444, 000 
Salmon Falls Manufacturing Co. 600,000 60,000 10. 00 1,200,000 600,000 
Snncook Mills. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 850, 000 102, 054 8.132 2, 041, 080 1, 191, 000 
Thorndike Co.... ............... 675, 000 82, 972 8. 14 1, 794, 400 974, 440 
Tremont & Suffolk. . . . . • . . •. . . . 2, 000, 000 230, 000 8. 70 4, roo, 000 2, 600, 000 
York Manufacturing Co......... 1,800,000 100,000 18.00 2,000,000 200,000 
American Linen Co............. 800,000 104,500 7.66 1,881,000 1,081,000 
Ancona Co .......•.• :. • • • • • • . . . . 300, 000 39, 136 7. 15 704, 448 404, 448 
Arkwright Mills................. 450, 000 68, 432 6. 58 1, 221, 776 771, 776 
Barnard Manufactur:ing Co.-·... 495, 000 79, 232 6. 25 1, 426, 170 931, 170 
Bourne Mills.................... 1, 000, 000 91, 258 10. 95 1, 642, 644 642, 644 
Border City Manufacturing Co.. 1, 000, 000 121, &. 2, 182, 104 1, 182, 104 
Chace Mills..................... 1,200,000 116,668 10.28 2,100,024 900,024 
Cornell Mills .• _................. 400, 45, 040 9. 00 810, 726 410, 720 
Conanicut Mn.ls.········-··-···· 300, 29,412 10.20 529,416 229,416 
Da>isMills ..................... 1,250,0'00 127,0JO 9 .• 2,540,000 1,290,000 
D::n·ol Mills ........ - . . . . . . . . . . . . 500, 44, 672 11.1 804, 096 304, 090 
FJintMills .. .. .................. l,160,000 101,0:xl 11.47 1,818,000 658,000 
GraniteMills . ........•.....•.... 1,000,000 118,894 8.41 2,140,092 1,146,092 
Hargraves Mills................. 800, 111,690 7.16 2,010,420 1,210,420 
King Philip Mills............... 1, 500, ODO 135, 072 14.11 2, 701, 440 1, 201, 440 
LutherManu!acturingCo ..•.... 350,000 51,616 6.78 829,0 479,088 
Laurel Lake Mills .......... __ ... 600, 000 59, 808 10. 03 1, 076, 544 476, 544 
Merchants Manufa.ctur:ing Co.... 1,200,000 134,336 9.00 2,418, 1,218,048 
Mechanics Mills.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 750, 000 56, 432 13. 27 1, 015, 776 265, 776 

~00~-~~::::::::::::: i°~:~ ig:~2 i5:~ 1,lli:~~ m:~~ 
Parker Mills .. •. ......... -·-.... 800,000 111, 684 7.16 Z,010,312 1, 210,312 
Pocasset :Manu!a.cturing Co...... 1, 200, 000 120, 016 10. 00 2, 160, 960, 228 
Rich. Borden Manufacturing Co. 1, 000, 000 101, 024- 9. 1, 81&, 43 818', 432 
SagamoreMamrlactur:ingCo .•... 1,200,000 141,728 8. 2,551,1~ 1,.351,104 
Seaconnet Mills................. 600,000 68, 384 8.7 1,230, 9 6.10, 932 
ShoveMills..................... 550,000 73,552 7.48 1,323,936 773,93'6 
Stafford Mills. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1, 000, 000 100, 576 9. 94 1, 810, 368 810, 368 
Ste> ens Manulactur:ing Co ..... -~ 700, 000 65, 000 10. 77 1, 170, 000 410, 000 
Tecumseh Mills................. 750,000 78,960 9.50 1,421,280 671,280 
TroyC. &W. Manufactory...... 300,000 50,304 5.96 905 472 605,472 
Union Cotton Manufacturing Co. 1, 200, 000 110, 128 io-. 90 1, 9S2, 3 782, 304 
Wampanoag Mills............... 750,000 87,096 8.42 1,567, 728 817, 728 
Weetamoe Mills................. 500,000 45, 11.85 819,072 . 319,072 
F. R. Iron Works............... 2,000,000 468,000 4.28 8,424,000 6,424,000 
Acushnet Mills.................. 500,000 105,336 4. 76 2, 106, 720 1,606, 720 
BristolMills.................... 1,000,000 67,0-10 14.90 1,340,800 340,800 
Butler Mills ........... _......... 1, 500,000 100, 000 15. 2, 200, 000 700, 000 
City Mills....................... 750,000 65,315 11.48 1,306,300 556,300 
_Dartmouth Mills . ...... ·--·..... 1,800,000 200, 000 11.11 4,000,000 2,200,000 
GosnoldMills ......•.•••..••••.. 1,650,000 82,23 20,00 1,809,104 149,140 
Grinnell Mills ............•• ··- -- 1,000,000 128,000 7. 2,816,000 1,816,000 
HHaolmtha

8
ws ay Mills_· •.. ·.·_· -. ·.·.·.·.-.·.·.· •• ·.··-~= 800,000 108,3 7.39 2,383.,216 1,532,216 

Mills -- 1,200,000 60,000 20.00 1,200,000 ······--··· 
KilburnMills ......•.....•.•••• - 1,500,000 125,000 12.00 2,750,000 1,250,000 
ManometMills •.. ..•..•.•••••••• 2,000,000 121,000 15.75 2,540,000 540,000 
Nashawena Mills................ 2,500,000 125,000 2.().00 2,750,000 250,000 
N. B. Cotton Mills............. 1,000,000 65,000 15.4Q l,430,000 430,000 
Nonquit Cotton Mills ..• _ •.... - - 2, 400,000 130, 000 18..46 2, 600, 000 200, 000 
Pageb!ill ......... .... . --·····-- 1,000,000 63,000 15. 87 lr386,000 386,000 
Pierce Mill .........•...•....•. -- 600, 000 116,000 5.17 2,556, 000 1, 956, 000 
PotomskaMill .................. 1,200,000 110, 000 10.98 2,200,000 1,000,000 
SouleMill ....................... 1,260,000 93,000 13.55 2,772,000 1,512,000 
Taber Mill...................... 1,300,000 71,000 18.31 1,562,000 262,000 
WamsuttaMilL................. 3,000,000 229,000 13.11 4,580,000 1,580,000 
Whitman Mill .... ---·.......... ;000,000 1&5,000 10.81 4,070,000 2,070,000 
~d~~ls~_ms ___ ··.·_:::.·_··.·.·.·.·.·.·_·_-_ o,760,ooo 

2
600,000 . ..... 13,500,000 7,740,000 3,000,000 2300,000 ...... 11,500,000 8,500,000 

#a1;;;1~n Mills.................. 8,000,000 2100,00 ..... 10,000, 000 2,000,000 
ton Woolen Co ... ~---····· 1,000,000 253,000 ... ... 2,%50,000 1,250,000 

1----1----1 
Total. .. _ ................. 117, 326, 000 10, 468, 599 . .. _ . . 222, 970, 6.10 105,644, 6.10 

i Has 24-mach:ine printing plant. 
1Large worsted plants in addition to cotton equipment. 

This list does not include all cotton and worsted manufac
turers in Massachusetts or in :Maine or New Hampshire. It 
does, however, represent most of the leading industries, and 
they are typical of those which are not here enumerated. · 

In this list the total capital outstanding is $117,326,000, while 
the replacement •alue would be $222,070,000. The capital as 
abo-.;-e given does not include either surplus or profit and loss. 
The number of spindles is 10,409,.599, or the outstanding capital 
represented is $10.50 per spindle. Therefore, ba&ed on replace-

ment value these properties are capitalized at $105,644,000 less 
than their value. 

· A few individual instances of representative mills will em~ 
phasize thi_s <:ontention. Take, for instance, ~ Amoskeag 
l\Janufacturmg Co., of New Hampshire, which is one of the 
oldest and the largest cotton mills in the United States havinO' 
an outstanding capital of $5,7GO,OOO and operating ' GOO 000 
spindles, in addition to a con iderab1e worsted plant. The 
di\idends paid by this corporation annually have been as fol 
lows: 

Per cent. 
1831 __________ None. 
1832 __________ None. 
1833 __________ None. 
1834__________ 6 
1835__________ 15 
1836__________ 8 
1837__________ 4 
1838__________ 3 
1839_________ 9 
1840 ________ None. 
1841__________ 6 
1842__________ 4 
1843__________ 7 
1844 _______ _. D 
1845__________ 15 
1846__________ 35 
1847 __________ 30 
18-!8________ 3 
1849_________ 23 
1850·---------- 6 185L________ 4 
1852________ 7 
1853__________ 8 
1854__________ 8 
1855__________ 6 
1856-~------ 4 1857__________ ~ 

1858__________ 3 

Per cent 
1359__________ 8 
1860---------- 9 1861__________ 9 
1862__________ 10 
1863__________ 15 
18(;4_________ 9 
1865__________ 10 
1866__________ 22 
1867__________ 20 
1868_________ Hl 
1869_________ 17 
1870__________ 10 
187L_________ rn 
1872__________ 18 
1873__________ 14 
1874__________ 9 
1875_________ 9 
1876__________ 8 
1877__________ 10 
1878__________ 10 
1879__________ 10 
1880__________ 10 
1881__________ 11 
1882__________ 10 
1883__________ 13 
1884__________ 10 
1885__________ 10 
1886_________ 10 

Per cent. 
1887_________ 10 
1888_________ 10 
188!)_________ 10 
1800_________ 10 
1891________ 10 
1892_________ 10 
1893_________ 1~ 

1894_________ 4 
1805________ 7 
1 9G________ 7 
1807________ 5 
1898_________ 0 
1 !)!)_________ 9 
1000_________ 25 
1901_ ________ . 10 
1902_________ 10 
1903________ 10 
1001_________ au 
1905_________ 10 
1906-------- 10 
1907_________ 16 
1908_________ lS 
190!)_________ 12 
1910_______ 12 
1911_________ 12 191.2 _______ _ 

The av-e1·age rate paid during the life of the company has 
been almost exactly 10 per cent. 

The replacement value of this company at $20 a spindle in
stead of being the capital stock outstanding would be $13,800,000. 
During the period from.18!'>5 to 1912 the average dividend paid 
was 12} per cent on the outstanding stock; this would be apout 
5 per cent on the replacement value of the plant and less than 
7 per cent on the capital, profit and loss, and surplus. 

Another representative mill is the Pacific Corporation, of 
Lawrence, Mass., which has paid dividends at the rate of 10 
per cent from the organization of the company in 1853 until 
1905, and has paid 12-! per cent since. This has been an espe
cially well-managed concern. The capital outstanding is 
$3.,000,000. The replacement value, figuring replacement at $20 
per spindle, would be $11,500,000, so that the dividends for 
the past 16 years, the years of its greatest prosperity, would 
average but 3.8 per cent on its replacement value, and would 
average. 4.7 per ce.nt on the capital and profit and loss account, 
which would be the probable liquidating value of the property 
if the mill went out of business and the real estate and ma
chinery were thrown a way. 

One of the qe.st-managed mills of this character is the Great 
Falls 1\famrfacturing Co., of Somersworth, N. H., which is an
other illustration of the same general statement. The averag~ 
dividend paid by this corporation during the 13 years from 
1899 to 1912 was 12 per cent; the capital stock outstanding is 
$1,500,000, the 1·eplaceme:nt value $2,272,000, so that the average 
dividend on the replacement value has been 6.66 per cent, and 
not far from 7 .2 per cent on capital and profit and loss. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Massachu

setts yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 
Mr. WEEKS. Yes. 
Mr. HITCHCOCK. Do I understand that the replacement 

value is greater than the outstanding capital stock? 
Mr. WEEKS. In every instance. 
Mr. HITCHCOCK. Because the earnings of the company 

have been used to increase the plant? 
Mr. WEEKS. There have been various reasons for that. 
Mr. HITCHCOCK. I infer that the plant could have been 

increased in no other way. So the dividends represent only 
a part of the profit that has been made during the period of 
years the Senator mentions? 

Mr. WEEKS. Every mill corporation charges something to a 
renewal account every year. It is a part of the operating ex
penses of the plant. There is no well-mahaged corporation which 
does not charge about 5 per cent to a renewal account, or some 
other similar account, but invariably it is included in the oper
ating expen.Ees of the plant. No manufacturing corporation is 
conducted on any other basis. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. So the conclusion is that the earnings ot 
the plant of the company during that period a.re represented 
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not. only by the dividends that ha-ve been _paid but the enormous deposits, as he will recall, if he has followed me, are made by the 
increase in the value of the plant? same mill operati"res to whom the Senator has referred. 

Mr. WEEKS. Mr. President, I think that the Senator from Mr. MARTINE -0f New Jersey. I recall that at the same time 
Nebraska puts the wrong construction on what I have said. No the Senator said that the dividends ha>e averaged 12 per cent, 
mill in this country or in ;Jmgland or in any other country is and this did not include betterments and additions to the mills. 
operated without making a charge off ·every year for renewal Mr. WEEKS. i suspected that the Senator from New Jersey 
or replacement, and that charge off is induded in the operating had not been following me carefiilly, because if he had he would 
expenses. In that way the property is maintained at an effi: have heard me say that the dividends of one mill had ayeraged 
cient standard. 12 per cent for a term of years, but that -0n its replacement 

I will admit that probably in many of these cases-y01r would value those dindends would ha-ve been only 4 :>er cent. He 
have to take each individual case and examine it by itself to would ha>e heard me say if he were listening that the divi
make an accurate statement, but in many of these cases if there dends of the mills in Lawrence in no .instance have been in
had been no charge off for renewals or no charge off tor any creased since the year 1907, and in many instances they have 
other purpose, as is customary among manufacturers, it is quite been de.creased, while the wnges of the employees have been in
likely the capital outstanding would be similar to the renewal creased. 
cost. . l\fr. MARTINE of New J"ersey. I suppose that that is owing 

All of the cases go to show that the frequently repeated and and has been owing to th~ demand of the organization of labor. 
sometimes believed statement that New England mills are Mr. WEEKS. A mill owner who has any judgment wishes to 
largely overcapitalized and that they are earning excessive develop good employees and give them steady employment. and 

_ dividends is absolutely without foundation; the reverse is really he is willing, if he has any judgment, to-pay his employees what 
true. Wfilkmen are getting a fair proPortion of the earnings,. their serTices are worth. I assume ~at that is generally the 
and the bringing in of ten millions of additional cotton goods case in Lawrence as it is elsewhere. 
and forty-eight millions additional woolen goods is going to l\Ir. SIMMONS. I ask thr,t the Secretary proceed with the 
curtail our production to that extent. Tllese industries are not reading of the bill. 
in condition to warrant such a change, nor should the employees The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection--
be deprived of the work involved. Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President--

How easy it is to use popular phrases in political resolutions, Mr. GALLINGER. Is the bill before the Senate? 
t-0 make statements if they do not have to be proven, to con- The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair was about to state that 
stantly repeat clattertrap until people think it may be true and it is before the Senate when the Senator from Utah interrupted, 
even those who indulge in it become convinced from repeated the Chair did not know but for some other purpose. 
repetition, especially as it may not have been denied, that there Mr. SMOOT. I understand that the bill was before the Sen
must be something in it. That is the position in which we find ate, and that the Senators from California and· Massachusetts 
the Democratic Party, the tariff, abd the people. The former addressed themselves to it. 
bas constantly repeated statements relative to the tariff and its Mr. SIMMONS. I simply requested that the Secretary pro-
relations to certain elements in our life, and the latter, always ceed with the reading of the bill. 
wishing to improve their condition, and properly so, skeptical. Mr. SMOOT. I so understood. 
no doubt, of the result of this experiment, have -concluded to Mr. President, just before the close of session yesterday we 
give the Democratic Party a chance to do what it has stated had under -consideration paragraph 30, and -;>articularly that 
could be done if the tariff were reduced; that is, reduce the portion of the paragraph known as the proviso, to which I of
cost of living, strangle the trusts, make the rich poorer and the fered an amendment increasing the 5 per cent of alcohol to 10 
poor richer, and to develop competition, giving every man an per cent. 
equal chance with every other, and this Oongress is trying to During that debate I made a certain statement as to the 
carry out these promises. I wish it were possible to do amount of alcohol in acetate ether, claiming that it was about 
these things, but if there is any merit in what I have stated, 10 per cent. The Senator from Oregon {Mr. LANE] questioned 
the people will find that their net income is not increased, that statement first, as others did, and made this statement: 
but will probably be decreased; that there will be rich and Mr. President, I should like to say, for the information of Senators 
poor, dependent on the brains, industry, and thrift of the who are not familiar with this subject, that it does not require a. 
individual; that the large corporation is here to stay, under particle of alcohol to make acetic ether. · 
proper control, becaqse it is in many cases the economical way Subsequently he qualifies. that statement by this statement-
in which to do business; that there is, as there always has been, . Mr. WILLIAMS. Is the Senator from Utah referring to the 
a chance for every man which is dependent on himself ann his remarks made by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. LANE]? 
own power of initiative; and that there never has been a Mr. SMOOT. I am reading from the remarks made by the 
greater demand for skillful, honest, industrious men than now. Senator from Oregon. 
And I believe that the people will find that an attempt to change .Mr. WILLIAMS. Well, that is what r thought. What the 
conditions in this way has injured all classes of citizens, who Senator from Oregon meant to say was that it did not require 
will at the first opportunity proceed to depose those who have any alcohol added from the outside to what the fermentation 
been humbugging them and will restore to power the party had already produced. 
which has, on the whole, managed the country's affairs with Mr. SMOOT. l\Ir. President, I suppose the Senator . from 
intelligence and honesty. Oregon is here, and he C.:1.11 answer for himself. I desire now 

l'tlr. MARTINE of N~w Jersey. Before the Senator takes his to continue my statement. 
seat, ill view of the glorious picture that has been Portrayed to l\fr. WILLIAMS. I want to call the attention of the Senator 
us of the magnificent and prosperous condition of the cities of from Oregon to what has just been said. The Senator from 
New England, I should like to know how he accounts for the Utah has stated that the Senator from Oregon had said that it 
lamentable condition of th~ people in Lawrence, Mass., when required no alcohol at all. 
they engaged in a strike followed by cessation of work and l\fr. SMOOT. Would it not be better for me to complete my 
great distress. statement? 

Mr. WEEKS. That lamentable condition of the people of The VICE PRESIDEl'-TT. Does the Senator from Utah re-
Lawrence was largely without basis. 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. 1 submit that is not an fuse to yield to the Senator from Mississippi? 
argument. Mr. SMOOT. I was just asking, Would it not be better for 

I heard the Senator say a moment ago, when the Senator . me to complete my statement? Then the Senator from Missis
from Utah [Mr. SMOOT] made some reference to the cost of sippi can take it up with the Senator from Oregon. 
pens that that is all humbug. I submit that that may be very Mr. WILLIAl\IS. Yes; just repeat it to the Senator from 
conclusive to the Senator, but it is not conclusive to the mill Oregon, and then I need not take it up at a.11. I was merely 
workers of Lawrence, Mass. defending the Senator from Oregon in his absence aµd making 

Mr. WEEKS. If the Senator from New Jersey had honored the po.int that the amount of alcohol in the final resultant 
me with his attention-- might haYe been produced within itself or artificially added 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. I did very elosely. later. 
Mr. WEEKS. He would have heard me say that the deposits Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, the Senator from Oregon was in 

in the savings banks of Lawrence have increased $6,000,000 the Chamber when I began to speak, and I supposed he hea1·d . 
in the last 10 years, and that they average more than $300 for every word that I uttered. The Senator from Oregon later 
every man, woman, and child in the city; that they average as made this statement: 
high as do the deposits in all the savings banks in the State Mr. President, if the Senator will allow me, here is the United 

f "I h tt h. h t-... high t f Oo Ith States Dispensatory, an olllcial doeument recogniz.ed by druggists and o -"' assac use s, w IC are ue es o any mmonwea 'Physicians all oveT the world, though not, perhaps, by those -0f the 
in the Union and the highest in any part of the world, and those · homeopathic persuasiou. I think they recognize it a.s a fairly good 
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autbority, however. It aims to give a true and just statement of the 
facts. It describes acetic etber as fol!ows : 

"A liquid composed of about 98.5 per cent, by weight, of ethyl acetate 
and about 1.5 per cent of alcohol, containing a little water. It should 
be kept in well-stoppered bottles, in a cool and dark place, remote from 
lights or fire." 

l\Iy statement was also questioned by the Senator from Mis
souri [Mr. STONE], he claiming that the expert of the majority 
members of the committee had stated that acetic acid did not 
contain more than 5 per cent of alcohol, and that he relied upon 
that statement. Afterwards the Senator from l\1is i sippi de
liYered a statement as to his idea of the ca e. 

1\lr. President, in justice to Hon. Thomas J. Doherty, the 
author of tlie notes on tariff from which I quoted, in justice 
to the manufacturers who have written to me claiming that 
there was about 10 per cent of alcohol in this ether, and in 
justification of my position yesterday, I ha·rn secured from the 
Congressional Library the United States Dispensatory, but it 
is not the old issue that was read from by the Senator from 
Oregon. It is the latest issue. I want now to read from that 
issue to show that l\Ir. Doherty was correct, and then to further 
point to other evidence. On page 100 of that volume, under 
the head of "Acetic ether," this statement appears: 

Acetic ether is a liquid composed of about 90 per cent by weight 
of ethyl acetate, and about 10 per cent of alcohol containing a little 
water. 

I have here, l\Ir. President, Merck's 1907 Index. l\ferck & 
Co., I suppose, are the largest druggists in the world. I find 
in that index, on page 183, this in relation to acetic ether : 

Acetic etber.-About 90 per cent by weight etbyl acetate, and about 
10 per cent alcohol containing a little water. 

They gi\e, as their authority for this statement, the United 
States PharmacoJ.J<Eia, which, I take it for granted, even the 
Senator from Oregon [l\1r. LANE] will not dispute is good 
authority. 

So, Mr. President, with this information before the Senate, 
I tlow again state that the amendment offered by the majority 
members of the Finance Committee of the Senate will not put 
acetic ether under paragraph 30, but that it will fall under 
paragraph 17. 

1\fr. LANE. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Utah yield 

to the Senator from Oregon? 
l\Ir. LAI\"E. Will the Senator allow me a moment in further 

relation to this matter? 
l\Ir. S:llOOT. Certainly, l\Ir. President. 
Mr. LANE. I thank the Senator very much. 
l\Ir. President, when this matter came up yesterday I wa8 in

formed by the expert who labors in behalf of the Democratic 
members of the Finance Committee iri getting up these schedules 
that acetic ether contains on an average about from 2 to 4 per 
cent of alcohol. The Senator from Wisconsin [:Mr. LA FoL
LETTE] suggested that I send over to the Congressional Library 
and §.ecure a copy of the United States Dispen atory, which is 
the work which is used by pharmacists and consulted by pbysi
cians all over America. It is not an official document otherwise 
in America, but it is recognized as good authority. The Senator 
from Utah is right about that. 

The Library authorities sent me, by a small boy who "ent 
after it, the yolume from which I read. I did not look at its 
date; I merely turned to the subject in question and read to the 
Senate just what the book states, which is exactly what I said 
yesterday. I will now read it again. 

l\Ir. SMOOT. There is no dispute as to that, l\Ir. President. 
l\Ir. LANE. The Senator, then, has read it? 
l\lr. S~IOOT. I haYe already read it, and said that the vol

ume from which the Senator from Oregon read was an older 
is ue than the one from which I have been reading. I suppose 
the Senator does not deny the statement that I have made. 

l\lr. LANE. No; not a bit. I now wish to say this, further: 
I sent oyer to the Congressional Library again to-day and se
cured a copy of the American Pharmacopreia, which is the work
ing formula which druggists usually use, and in a smaller and 
condensed edition, perhaps a bit more accurate than the other 
authority. The Library officials sent word back to me that they 
did not ha>e it, and the messenger who brought me the word 
left this me age on my desk: "Senator LANE. You had the 
latest one-the latest edition." -

So, evidently, they were in error, and when they sent me this 
• work I did not look at it. The formula has been changed, I am 

told, for the e reasons: In the conversion of alcohol into acetic 
acid it requires one more atom of oxygen, and in so far as the 
process is completed it contains less alcohol. The more pure 
the ether the less alcohol there is in it. An incomplete distilla
tion and fermentation leaves a larger proportion of alcohol. 

The medical fraternity, or the gentlemen who ham gotten out 
· this work, ha ye changed what is now the common method of 
making that particular article. It does contain at this time 
more alcohol. I repeat there has been a change; I acknc1wl-
edge that. -

I am told, howHer, that there are two yarieties of this article 
upon the market, and that the shictly medical, higl:t-grade acetic 
ether contains from 2 to 4 per cent of alcohol. I was sure that 
samples of the commercial article and that which is used in 
medicine would be ubmitted here for me to-day so that I might 
show it to you for your information. 

In regard to Merck & Co., I will say that it is a large 
German manufacturing establishment, which does not manu
facture its drugs in America. 

l\Jr. SMOOT. It has an establishment in New York. 
l\~r. LANE. It has a branch house and an aaency in this 

country. The error in regard to this matter aro e as I have 
::.tated. There are two kinds of this article-one medicinal, the 
other commercial. 

l\Ir. SMOOT. But it makes no difference whatever as to the 
rate of duty under thi bill levied upon that article. I wish to 
now state that what I have just read, of course conforms 
strictly to what I said yesterday. ' 

Again, 1\lr. President, I suppose that, as stated by the Senator 
from Oregon, he got his information from this expert, just as 
the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. HcoHES] got his informa
tion by running to the back of the Senate Ohamber and asking 
the expert about the price of this acetic ether, and then made 
his statement to the Senate, after securing the information 
from the expert. 

I want to say to the Senate that I am informed that l\Ir. 
Herstein, the expert. was al o the· expert for the House com
mittee, which sent this bil( over to the Senate in the form in 
which it was referred to the Committee on Finance. If he 
knew all about that industry, why so many proposed changes 
by the Senate committee? Why was the change made in this 
item, if it were true that he had expert knowledge regarding it? 

1\lr. LANE. ·wm the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 
1\lr. SMOOT. If the Senator will wait until I get through 

with my statement, the Senator can then continue. Tbe Senator 
from Kew Jer ey [Ur. HUGHES] made this statement: 

The Senator from Kansas [Mr. BRI:STOW] asked the Senator from 
Utah tbe direct question whether, if this commodity fell under para
graph No. 17, it would be an incL"ease of the rate. and tbe Senator from 
Utab, as I understood him, said tbat it would. The rate of duty under 
the present law is 250 per cent. The Senator from Utah can state in a 
moment what the rate will be under the proposed law, even if this 
article comes in unde1· paragraph No. 17. 

Mr. Pre ident, l\lerck & Co., as has already been stated, are 
one of the largest manufacturing chemists. in the world. They 
quote at Darm tadt, Germany, the price of acetic ether as "3 
marks 50 per kilo," which means 38 cents per pound, instead of 
20, as the expert told the Senator from New Jersey yesterday. 

l\fr. HUGHES. l\Ir. President--
The VICE PRESIDE.1. '"T. Does the Senator from Utah yield 

to the Senator from New Jersey? 
Mr. SMOOT. Certainly. 
l\lr. HUGHES. I stated that price as the American price. 
Mr. S~IOOT. Does the Senator say that the American price 

is less than the price in Germany? 
l\Ir. HUGHES. I say the American price is what I said it 

was yesterday. The price quoted somewhere el e by some other 
firm has nothing to do with what I said. I quotecl the American 
price yesterday. 

l\fr. S~lOOT. Then, l\lr. Presiclent, why put a.ny duty here at 
all upon the article, if it is one-half cheaper in this country 
than it is in Germany? 

I desire also in this connection to call the attention of the 
·senate to another fact. It is very strange, indeed, that when the 
Wilson bill, the last Democratic tariff bill, was passed they made 
this Yery item carry a. dollar a pound. 

l\Ir. LAl\TE. l\Ir. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT . . Does the Senator from Utnh yield 

to the Senator from Oregon? 
Mr. SMOOT. Yes; I yield for the Senator to make another 

statement furnished by the same expert. 
Mr. LANE. It comes from--
1\Ir. S~100T. I saw the expert hand it to fue Senator, and I 

am prefectly willing to yield to have the Senator again put in 
the expert's opinion. 

Mr. LANE. Very well. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, if the Senator will permit 

me, I hope that we will not bandy words about the experts. Th~ 
majority have engaged an exi)ert and the minority have engagecl 
an expert, and I think we ought not to question the propriety 
of those gentlemen furnishing information to either side. 
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.Mr .. SMOOT. I am not questioning the propriety of that, Mr. The next a.menclment of the Committee on Finance was, on 

President, but on yesterday the- Senator from Missouri [1\Ir. page 8, after line 13, to strike out : 
STONE] and othar Senators took me to task because I had stated 
here upon the floor of the Senate wllat that particular expert · 
said. 

Mr. STOi\TE. I did not take the Sena.tor to task for that. 

31. Extraets and decoeti-ons of logwood and of other dyewoods and 
~ll extracts o.f vegetabl.e origin ~uita~Je for . dyeing, colo1ing, or ~tain
mg, no~ specmlly provided for m. this sect10n ; all the foregoing not 
contaimng alcohol, and not med1einal, three-eighths of 1 cent per 
pound. 

Ur. S.i\IOOT. I read the REOORD this morning, and I certainly 
thought eo. And in lieu thereof to insert: 

:Mr. STONE. I took the Senator to task for this: I asked 31. Extracts and decoetions of nutgalls, Persian berries, sumac, log-
him who his expert was, and he declined to say. wood, and other dycwoods, and all extracts of vegetable origin suitable 

.Mr. SMOOT. Oh, no, l\ir. President; I told the Senator that f9.r· dyeing, coloring, or staining, not specially provided for in this sec-
! would tell him. tion ; a.ll the foregoing not c-011taining alcohol and not medicinal, three

eighths of 1 cent per pound. 
Ur. STO~""E. Yes; but the Senator did not tell me. 
l\Ir. S~IOOT. I would haYe to1d the Senator, but the Sena- Mr. BURTON. Mr. President, I moTe to amend the amend-

tor from Mississippi [~Ir. WILLI.A.Ms] immediately rose and told ment by striking out all of line 19 and the first word, ., berries," 
the Senator. in line 20, including the words "Extracts and decoctions of nut-

1\Ir. STONE. .And inasmuch as there had been given out here galls, Persian berries."' 
in the. Sen.ate the authority upon which the ~atements made by This motion is not based upon any pa.rticulm· political news, 
the committee were predicated, namely, the authority of Dr. but as a matter of simplicity of administration. The qnantity 
Berstein, when the Senator from Utah undertook to oppose that of these articles imported is comparatively insignificant, and the 
statement with the authority of another expert, I thought the rate of duty is a Tery small one. As regards the first ite~ 
Senate had a right to know who the expert was, so that they extracts and decoctions of nutgalls, the total amount imported 
might weigh the relative merit and value of the two statements. in the year 1D10 was three pounds, of the value of $3, the 

.Mr. S.1\IOOT. l\Ir. President, I said, as the RECORD will show, average unit being $1 per pound, and the duty collected 31 cents, 
that I was perfectly willing to state to the Senator who the an amount sufficient to a.waken the attention of :fiil.3Ilce minis
expert was, but before I could do so the Senator from Mississippi ters and students of finance. It was somewhat larger in the 
took the floor and delivered a lecture on the rate of 250 per cent following year-yes, considerably larger-but the expected 
which he claims the present law carries. ' amount of duty which would be collected tmder this item, as 

Mr. STONE. The Senator said to me in that colloquy in a ~hown in the Tariff Handbook, is $600, while on Persian berries 
sornewlmt petulant manner that I had no right to ask the name the total amount would only be $563. The proposed equivalent 
of his expert nor was he obliged to give it. ad valorern duty on the first item would be 3.23 per cent, and 

Mr. SUOOT. But I said that I would do so. 3.76 per cent on the second item. It seems to me, Mr. President, 
Mr. STONE. Yes; the Senator said he would, but he did not. the trouble and cost of collection is altogether greater than the 
~;r. S~IOOT. Well, Mr. President, I did not have the oppor- possible revenue would justify. 

tun.tty. I was perfectly willing to giT ..i it, and was going to pick Mr. JOHNSON of Maine. Mr. President, the only reason for 
up the document on my desk and read to the Senator what the the change suggested by the committee is this: The House 
Senator from Mississippi read. placed these articles on the free list along with tanning ma-

Mr. President, I have nothing more to say on this particular terials under the impression that they were used for tanning 
point. I wanted these facts to awear in the REOORD to justify ~ purposes. We were informed that they are not used for tan
the statement that was made by Hon. Thomas J. Doherty in the ning purposes, but should be classed among the dyes. So we 
document issued, entitled "Notes 'On the Tari.ff, 1913." took them from the free list and put them in with the other 

Mr. LA.:NE. l\fr. President, 1 should like to place an addi- dye materials at the same rate. We were told that extracts of 
tional statement in the RECORD. There is clearly ground for Persian berries, sumac, and nutgalls are used in dyeing and not 
difference of opinion here, inasmuch as the authorities differ. in tanning, and we treated them as the other dyes were treated 
I am not trying to gain any advantage in an argument with the by placing them in this paragraph. 
Senator. If it be shown that he is right, I am willing to admit Mr. BURTON. If the Senator from l\Iaine will yield to me 
it. I only want to clear the matter up and to have it settled for a question, is not the first article mentioned in the para-
by the best authority. I haY"e no prejudice in regard to it. graph used principally for tanning? 

I haYe here a catalogue of prices current, of July, 1913, l\lr. JOHNSON of Maine. No; we were not so informed. 
from Powers-Weightman-Rosengarten Oo., manufactm·ing chem- Mr. BURTON. What are Persian berries? 
i ts, of Philadelphia, one of the largest concerns in .America. .l\Ir. JOHNSON of :Maine. I am not informed as to that. I 
Here is a statement based on that catalogue, and Senators will . was mcre1y informed that the extract of Persian berries was 
see that it differs from all of the others : used only for dyeing and not for tanning, and the same is trne 
. 'I'.he first and most impor?mt grade is acetic etber, 95 per cent; i. <'., 
it is guar:mt~ed . to c~n~mn 9~ per cent of acetic ether, tbe otl.Jer 
ti per eent bemg l1DPU.I"1ties, mmnly aleoho1. Commercially tl:ris is the 
m<?st. important quality as to use and quantity handled. It is used 
prmc1pally as a solvent for gums and for ma.king pyroxylin varnishes 
also in connection for making so-called dipping :fluids for gas man: 
tles. This grade of acetic ether is made of denatU.I·ed alcoh~l The 
price quoted in pound bottles, inclusive container is 30 cents a 'pound 
and considerably less in large quantities. This' foreign is less than 
20 cents per pound. This grad~ if imported would pay 20 per cent in 
<luty, as stated in paragraph 30. 
~~e next grade of acetic ether IIU1.de is the so-called U. S. P., con

tarnmg about 7 per cent of alcohol, traces of water the balance bein" 
a.cetic ether. This ether. is used for medicinal purposes to a compa.rrt 
tively sma11 extent, an-d is made- ' 

of nutgalls. 
Mr. BURTON. I thiilk, Mr. President, the first article is 

used almost exclusively in tanning. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 

amendment proposed by the Sena.tor from Ohio [Mr. BURTON] 
to the amendment reported by the committee. 

Mr. G..ALLil'lGER. Let the amendment to the amendment be 
stated from the desk, 1\fr. President. 

The SECRETARY. In the amendment reported by· the committee 
it is propos~ t.o strike out in paragraph 31, on page 8, line 19, 
t~e words extracts and decoctions of nutgalls, Persian ber
ries," so a.s to read : 

Now, note the difference- 31. Su.m.ac. 1ogwood, D:nd o«i:l:Jer dyewoods, ·and all extracts of vege
from pure grain alcohol, .upon whicb there is an internal-rev-enue tax table. ongrn ~tab.le for. dyemg, coloring, or staining, not speciaJlv 
of $2.40 per gallon. This grade when imported would be subject to provided for. m this sect1c:>n, all the foregoing not containing alcobclI 
a tax of 10 cents per pound and 2<t per cent ad valorem unCler the and not med1clna~, three-eighths of 1 ceot per pound. 
prop?sed bill, the tax of 10 Ci!nts being intended to compensate for · 
the lll:ternal-revenue tax. The foreign price of .this grade of acetic l\Ir. J01'TES. I desire to ask the Senator if the effect of .bis 
ether is about 25 cents per pound. amendment~ if carried, would not be to put these articles on the 

There is yet another grade of ether, the so-called absolute acetic f li t? 
ether, corresponding to the nited States Pbarmacopreia of 1890 and ree 8 

· 
containing only 1~ per cent of alcohol and 9H per cent acetic ether Mr. BURTON. I take it the effect would be to place them on 
Tbis quality is at present absolute. · the dutiable list at 10 per cent under the basket clause but 

Unde! ~he existin~ law all the three grades of ether woald be snbject if my motion should prevail, wb~ the free list 1·s reach'ed 1' 
to a mm.rmum specific tax of 50 cents per pound under paragraph 21.. will make the proper motion, .and I give notice of it now. ' 

So you see there are many different kinds of ethers. The The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
chemists change their formulas. The authority quoted by the amendment of the Senator from Ohio to the amendment re
Senator from Utah states that acetic ether contains about 10 ported by the committee. 
per cent of alcohol, more -or less, dependent upon tile manner in The amendment to the amendment .was rejeeted . . 
which and the care with which it is distilled. It is a question The VICE PRESIDENT. The question recms 011 agreeing 
that you can not sol'"e closely. to the amendment reported by the committee. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will proceed with . . Mr. BR.ANDEGEE. Mr. PreSident, I am opposed to the adop-
the reading of the biR :t1on of that amendment. At some other time I shall be prepai·ed 

The reading of the bill was resumed. to go into the subject as ex~austive1y as may be demanded. 
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1\Ir. SDUIO~S. We can not hear what the Senator is saying 
oyer here. 

Mr. BUAJ\'DEGEE. If there is order in the Chamber, I 
think there will be no difficulty in Senators hearing what I have 
to Eny. 

Mr. SE\ll\IONS. I agree with the Senator about that. 
Mr. BRAi~DEGEE. I have not had the time this afternoon, 

Mr. President, to prepare what I desire to say in regard ·to 
this proposed amendment. I shall be prep:lred, however, at 
any other time at the committee's coff'renience, but I want to 
make sure that I will have the right to recur to this amendment 
at any time. I remember, 1\fr. President, that in the considera
tion of the tariff bill in 1909--

1\lr. SHI.MONS. l\lr. President, in the interest of time, if 
the Senator desires us to pass o\er this paragraph, in order · 
to allow him time to prepare the matter to which he refers, 
that can be done. 

l\Ir. BUANDEGEE. That-is just what I was going to suggest. 
In the consideration of the Payne-Aldrich bill, when a Senator 
asked to have a paragraph passed over, action was taken ac
cordingly. 

l\lr. Sll\D.lOXS. Yes. 
l\lr. BR.A:NDEGEE. If there be no objection, I ask that this 

amendment be passed over. 
The VICE PRESIDEXT. Paragraph 31 will be passed over. 
The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to the end 

of paragraph 32, page 9, as follows: 
32. Extract of chlorophyll, 15 per cent ad valorem ; saffron and 

safHower, and extract of, .and saffron cake, 10 per cent ad valorem: 
Prodded, That no article containing alcohol shall be classified for dnty 
under this parngraph. 

Mr. SMOOT. l\Ir. President, I move to strike out all of line 
2u on page 8, and line 1 on page 9 down to the words " at.l 
nilorem." I wish to ·say to the Senate that the reason for that 
is that saffron and safflower, and extract of, and saffron cake 
are now upon the free list under paragraph GG3, and should be 
there under this bill, in my opinion. 

On that amendment I ask for the yeas and nays. 
l\lr. BRISTOW. Will the Senator state the reason why these 

articles should be on the free list? 
l\lr. S~IOOT. Practically none of them are produced in this 

country. While perhaps not yery extensively used, they have 
been on the free list in many tariff acts, and I do not know 
why they should be dutiable. I think they ought to be where 
they are to-day, on the free list. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, nnd the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. . 

l\lr. CHILTON (when his name was called). I have a gen· 
eral pair with the junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. JACKSON], 
an<l therefore withhold my vote. 

l\lr. COL'r (\Yhen his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Delaware [1\lr. SAULSBURY], and thcrf!
fore withhold my yote. 

l\lr. REED (when his name was called). I desire to know 
whether the senior Senator from Michigan [l\Ir. SMITH] is 
here? I will ask his colleague. 

l\lr. TOWNSEND. ·ne is not here. 
l\Ir. REED. I am paired with that Senator, and therefore 

withhold my >ote. 
Mr. TO~SE.i""U) (when the mme of l\Ir. SMITH of Michigan 

was culled). The senior Senator from l\Iichigan [l\Ir. SMITH] 
is -absent from the city, but he has a general pair with the 
junior Senator from Missomi [l\lr. REED]. This announcement 
may stand on all votes to-day. 

l\Ir. STONE (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the senior Senator from 'Vyoming [1\fr. CLARK]. He 
has not rnted, and I do not see him in the Chamber, so I with-
hold my Yote. · 

Ur. THOMAS (when his name was called) .. I have a gen
eral i1air with the senior Senator from New York [l\lr. RooT]. 
I transfer that pair to the enior Senator from South Carolina 
[l\fr. TILLMAN] and will >ote. I vote "nay." 

l\lr. WARREN (when his mune was called). I have a pair 
with the Senator from Florida [Mr. FLETCHER]. I transfer 
that pair so that the Senator from Florida may stand paired 
with the junior Senator from Maine [Mr. BURLEIGH] and will 
yote. I Yote " yea." 

l\lr. WILLIAMS (when his name was called). I have a 
pair with the senior Senator from Pe:cnsylvania [Mr. PENROSE]. 
I trnnsfer that pair to the junior Seuator from Louisiana [Mr. 
RANSDELL] and will vote. I vote "nay." 

'.rile roll call was concluded. 
Mr. BANKHEAD. I announce my pair with the junior Sen

a tor from West Virginia. [Mr. GOFF], and withhold my vote. I 
make this announcement for the balance of the day._ 

~fr. ~AMES (after b!'lving voted in the negati'rn). I desire 
to mqmre whether the Junior Senator from Massachusetts (Mr. 
WEEKS] has voted? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. He has not. 
Mr. JAMES. I have a general pair with that Senator and 

therefore withdraw my vote in the negative. · ' 
The result was announced-yeas 27, nays 40, as follows : 

Bradley 
Brady 
Brande"'ee 
Bristo.; 
Burton 
Catron 
Clapp 

Ashurst 
Bacon 
Bryan 
Chamberlain 
Clarke, Ark. 
Gore 
Hitchcock 
Hollis 
Hughes 
Johnson, Me. 

Crawford 
Cummins 
Dillingham 
Gallinger 
Gronna 
Jones 
Kenyon 

YEJAS-27. 
Lodge 
McLean 
Nelson 
Norris 
Oliver 
Page 
Poindexter 

NAYS-40: 
Johnston, Ala. Owen 
Kern Pittman 
Lane Pomerene 
Lea Robinson 
Lewis Shafroth 
l\Iartin, Va. Sheppard 
Martine, N. J. Shields 

· Myers Shively 
O'Gorman Simmons 
Overman Smith, A1·iz. 

NOT VOTING-29. 
Bankhead Fall New lands 
Borah Fletcher Penrose 
Burleigh Goff Perkins 
Chilton Jackson Ransdell 
Clark, Wyo. James Reed 
Colt La Follette Root 
Culberson Lippitt Saulsbury 
du Pont Mccumber Smith, l'liich. 

So l\lr. SMOOT's amendment was rejected. 

Sherman 
Smoot 
Sutherland 
'l'ownsend 
Warren 
Works 

Smith, Ga. 
Smith, Md. 
Smith, S. C. 
Swanson 
Thomas 
Thompson 
Thornton 
Vardaman 
Walsh 
Williams 

Stephenson 
Sterling 
Stone 
T11Iman 
Weeks 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to the end 
of paragraph 33, page 9, as follows: 

33. Formaldehyde solution containing not more than 40 per cent of 
formaldehyde, or formaline, 1 cent per pound. 

l\Ir. SMOOT. l\lr. President, in the present law formalde
hyde comes under the basket clause, at 25 per cent ad valorem. 
The rate proposed in this paragraph is 1 cent per pound. The 
equivalent ad v3:lorem is only 3.73 per cent, or less than 4 per 
cent. I should like to ask the Senator hayino- the bill in charge 
upon what basis formaldehyde was reduced 

0

to less than 4 per 
cent? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Alaine. I was unable to hear what the 
Senator said. I heard his inquiry, but not the statement he 
made. 

l\Ir. Sl\fOOT. My statement was that under the present law 
formaldehyde enters this country at 25 per cent under the bas
ket clause. It is specifically provided for in this bill at 1 cent 
per pound. The equivalent ad valorem of the 1 cent per pound 
on the basis of the importations of 1912 is 3.73 per ~eRt, which 
is less than 4 per cent. I ask the Senator for what reason for
maldehyde should bear a duty of only 3.73 per cent? 

l\Ir. JOHNSON of Maine. I will say to the Senator that the 
Committee on Finance made no change in that paragraph. It 
came to us in that way from the House, and the committee 
made no special investigation of the paragraph. 

l\Ir. GRONNA. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Utah yield 

to the Senator from North Dakota? 
Mr. SMOOT. I do. 
Mr. GRONNA. There must be some mistake about this mut

ter. I will say to the Senator that I do not know what the 
first cost of formaldehyde solution is, but I do know that it 
is retailed at 75 cents per gallon, 40 per cent pure. There is a 
great deal of formaldehyde used by the farmers of the entire 
country. They use it in treating wheat for smut. There nre
hundreds and hundreds of thousands of gallons used for that 
purpose alone. I believe 40 per cent is a large enough duty on 
this article. 

l\lr. SMOOT. I will say to the Senator that this duty is less 
than 4 per cent. 

Mr. GRONNA. No, Mr. President; if I understand- the Eng· 
lish language, it reads : 

Formaldehyde solution containing not more than 40 · per cent of 
formaldehyde. . 

Mr. Sl\IOOT. Forty per cent of formaldehyde; that is tlle 
percentage of formaldehyde in the solution. If it contains more 
than 40 per cent, it comes under another paragraph. 

Mr. GRONNA. I did not read the paragraph, l\fr. President. 
I understood it provided for a duty of 40 per cent. 

Mr. SMOOT. Oh, no. 
Mr. GRONNA. I see I am mistaken in regard to it. I will 

look up the matter. 
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l\fr. S.MOOT. The ollly reason I bring this question ; to the 

attention .of the Senate is because with an equiyalent ad va
lorem duty of only 3.73 per cent I am afraid the production in 
this country will absolutely cease; and then the consumer, the 
man who uses formaldehyde for the elimination of smut in bis 
wheat, will pay more than he is paying to-day. 

The Senator· hating the bill in charge has stated that the com
mittee did not make an investigation of this matter. I ask 
him if, on behalf of the Democratic members of the Finance 
Committee, he will not make ·the duty at least 2 cents a pound, 
which will be- not to exceed 7!- per cent ad valorem, upon that 
~ill. . 

Mr. JOHNSON of l\laine. l\fr. President, -upon reference 
to the notes I find the reason why the House placed this low 
rate of duty on formaldehyde. It is used as a disinfectant; and 
for that reason the low rate of duty gfren in the House bill 
was placed upon it. 

Mr. SMOOT. That is lower than any other item in the whole 
schedule, and I can not see why it should be. 

1\Ir. JOHNSON of 1\Iaine. I should not feel at liberty to 
agree to the proposal the Senator makes. 

Mr. SMOOT. Then I move that, in section 33, page 9, line 4, 
the figure "l" be stricken out and "2" inserted. That will 
make an equivalent ad ·rnlorem duty upon formaldehyde solu
tion of only about 7! per cent. 

Mr. PO~fERENE. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator in 
whose behalf this increase is called for? 

Mr. Sl\100T. It is called for in behalf of the manufacturer 
in this countrv who makes so much of it. I belie\e it will re
quire at least ·that amount to keep him alive here, with the im
portations that are coming in. 

Mr. P0.:\1ERENE. Who is the manufacturer? 
1\Ir. SMOOT. There are a number of them in this country. 
Mr. PO.:\fEREJ. JE. But who is the one to whom the Senator 

refers as asking for this increase? 
l\1r. SMOOT. I haye not all my letters here, l\fr. President, 

and I can not now say just exactly who the manufacturers 
are who are interested in the manufacture of this product. 
There nre n number of them. 

Mr: GRONNA. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Utah yield 

to the Senator from North Dakota? 
Mr. Sl\1001'. I do. 
Mr. GROJ\""NA. I said a moment ago that I should correct 

the statement I made as to the percentage of duty on formalde
hyde solution. A gallon of formaldehyde weighs seyen and a 
half pounds. It retails for from 75 to 85 cents a gallon. I 
take it that the wholesale price · would be somewhere near GO 
cent a gallon. On the basis of GO cents, the duty would be G 
cents a gallon. I believe the duty is high enough. There is a 
great deal of formaldehyde used in the United States for vari
ous pm·poses. It is used in presening milk and in connection 
with many other agricultural prnducts. I, for one, shall Yote 
against an increase in the rate of duty. 

Mr. SIMMONS and Mr. NORRIS addressed the Chair. 
Tlrn VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Utah yield 

to the Senator from North Carolina? 
1\lr. S~IOOT. I do. ,. 
1\Ir. SIM.MONS. I thought the Senator from Utah had fin

ished. I will not interrupt him. 
Tbe VICE PRESIDEXT. Then does the Senator from Utah 

yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 
Mr. SUOOT. Certainly. 
Mr. NORRIS. I should like to inqujre, for information, about 

the cost of production of this article. 
l\fr. SMOOT._ I can not state the local cost of production; 

but I do know that the department states that the formalde
hyde that js imported that would come in under this paragraph 
co ts about 25 cents per pound. That is what the record 
shows. · 

l\Ir. NORRIS. This particular paragraph applies to formal
dehyde solution. 

l\Ir. SMOOT. Yes. 
Mr. NORRIS. Where in the bill, if anywhere, is formal

dehyde? 
l\fr. SMOOT. Formaldehyde would take the nonenumerated 

article rate. as it is not specifically enumerated in the bill. 
Mr. NORRIS. What -would the rate be, then? 
l\Ir. Sl\100T. Under this bill, I think, it is 15 per cent or 

10 per cent; I am not quite sure which. 
-Mr. NORRIS. -If that be true, then, under this bill, accord

ing to the statement-made by -the Senator from North Dakota, 
formaldehyde solution would be cheaper than formaldehyde 
itself. 

Mr. SMOOT. The Senator means that the rate on tlie solu
tion would be less under the 1-cent duty than the rate on for
maldehyde itself? 

l\fr. NORRIS. Yes. 
l\fr. SMOOT. That is true. 
Mr. NORRIS. I mean formaldehyde would come in at a less 

rate of duty than formaldehyde solution. 
1\Ir. S~IOOT. No .; the Senator is mistaken there. 
Mr. NORRIS. AU I know about it is what the Senator 

from North -Dakota has said regarding the amowit of formal
dehyde by weight in a gallon. . 

l\lr. S.MOOT. l\fr. President, as there was no change in the 
House bill, this paragraph -can be referred to hereafter. I will 
look up the letters I have on it. If I feel that an amendment 
should be made, I will offer it later. -; 

'l\lr. GRONNA. I should like to ask the Senator from Utah 
another question before he takes his seat. _ 

l\Ir. Sil\Il\IONS. Does the Senator withdraw his amendment? 
Mr. S:i\IOOT. I stated that I withdrew my amendment. After 

looking up the information I have on this particular item as to 
cost, if I think an amendment ought to be offered I will offer -
it later. _ 
· l\lr. GRO:NNA. I was just about to say to the Senator from 

Utah that it is hardly fair to the farmer to place his wheat 
on the free list and then place a heavy duty on such nrticles 
as this, which are necessary in treating his wheat in order to 
get pure seed. -, 

Mr. SUOOT. I am absolutely in sympathy with the Senator. 
The only object I shall ha>e in offering this amendment, if 
I do offer it, will be to have the duty sufficiently high so that 
our local people can take care of the manufacture of the article 
without being driven out of the industry. 

i\fr. GRONNA. I was just about to suggest that the Senator 
ask that this paragraph be passed by until the amendment 
which I introduced on yesterday, providing for a duty of 12 
cents on wheat and a compensatory duty on the products of 
wheat, is adopted; because I take it the Senators on the othei: 
side will not do any such great injustice to a legitimate indush·y 
as this bill will do as it stands, and certainly agriculture must 
be-considered a very legitimate industry. 

l\Ir. WILLIAMS. 1\Ir. President, I wish to read a few words 
from the treatise compiled by Thomas J. Doherty, Esq., special 
attorney, Customs Division, Department of Justice, compiler 
of Compilation of Customs Laws and Digests of- Decisions 
Thereunder (Treasury Department, 1908), and of Notes on 
Tariff Revision (Committee on Ways and l\feans, 60th Cong., 
1908), edited and re...-ised by the Senator from Utah [:Mr. 
SMOOT]. 

1\lr. S~IOOT. I should like to know where the lust words are. 
The VI,CE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Mississippi 

yield to the Senator from Utah? 
l\Ir. WILLIAMS. I do. 
l\fr. Sl\IOOT. I simply wish to know where the last state

ment of the Senator appears on these Notes on Tariff Revi
sion-" edited and revised by l\~r. SMOOT." 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I find upon the first page of this dis
tinguished document by this legal expert on chemistry that it 
was presented to the Senate of ~e United States by l\fr. SMOOT 
upon July 7, 1913, and ordered to be printed upon his motion. 

1\Ir. Sl\1001'. That is correct. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. I imagine from that that the Senator must 

have revised and edited it; or, if not, he must ha\e neglected his 
duty. [Laughter.] · 

Quoting from this distinguished legal expert upon chemistry, 
I read: 

Formaldehyde, which may be briefly described as an aqueous olu
tion of formaldehyde gas from the oxidation of methyl alcohol is most 
largely used as an antiseptic and disinfectant. It also has many uses 
in the arts. 

I submit that from this infallible-almost papally infallible
authority that must go as the absolute truth. I know nothing 
about it personally, and I imagine the Sei;iator from Utah does 
not. Formaldehyde is an aqueous solution of formaldehyde 
gas from the oxidation of methyl alcohol, and is ~ most largely 
used as au antiseptic and disinfectant, and also _bas many uses 
in the arts. · 

I suggest that we can not make so valuable a product as that 
too cheap to the people. If it is an antiseptic whenever you cut 
your finger and is a. disinfectant whenever you get into an 
unholy and insanitary atmosphere, and if it also has many uses 
in the arts-I do not know whether the fine arts or the indus
trial arts, and I do not care-I submit that before the Senator 
from Utah submits to the Senate any amendment reducing the 
duty any further he should remember the vast and immense 
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benefit of this product to the people of the United States, in 
the opinion of this distinguished legal expert on chemistry, 
and its important relation to the public welfare generally and, 
as my friend from Arizona [Mr. SMITH] says, to the public 
health. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 
The next amendment of the Coll'.IIllittee on Finance was, in 

paragraph 37, page 9, line 18, after the word "gum," to insert 
"not specially provided for in this section," so as to read: 

37. Gums : Amber, and amberoid unma.nufactured. or crude gum, 
not specially provided for in this section, $1 per pound. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, on page 9, after the word 
"Gums," I mo\e to strike out all of line 17, all of line 18, and 
the first word in line 19, in the following words : 
· Amber, and amberoid unmanufactured, or crude gum, not specially 

provided for in this section, $1 per pound. 

The_ reason I offer that amendment is that those items to-day 
are upon the free list in paragraph 488. 

l\Ir. LODGE. Why not include arabic? 
l\Ir. SMOOT. I will include that in another motion. When 

we come to arabic, the next item, if advanced in any manner, 
of course it should be dutiable and should not go on the free 
list, but raw arabic should be on the free list. Therefore I 
take it simply down to the word " pound," in line 19, so as 
to take in amber and amberoid unmanufactured. They are 
to-day on the free list Under this bill they are assessed at $1 
per pound. Amber, of course, is used in a great many ways. 
It always has been on the free list, I believe, and should be 
there now ; and I offer that amendment. 

Mr. JOHl~SON of Maine. Mr. President, it is proposed by 
the committee to place amber, . which is used for making pipe
stems, upon the dutiable list at the rate of $1 a pound. Amber 
chips are upon the free list and they are left upon the free 
list. So these words were added, " not specially provided for in 
this section/' amber chips being still left upon the free list. 

Mr. SMOOT. I am perfectly aware that amber chips are on 
the free list. 

Mr. JOHNSON of l\Iaine. I wished to call the attention of 
the Senator to that fact. 

Mr. SMOOT. I am aware of that fact. The Senator .is per
fectly correct when he states that amber chips are on the free 
list. But amber itself has been on the free list in the past. It 
the Senator will turn to the paragraph in which the rate of 
duty is provided on pipes he will find an extremely large cut, 
and there is not only the cut, but under the bill now it is pro
posed to put a duty on amber of $1 a pound when it has always 
been on the free list. I 

I move that it be stricken out, and if that motion is carried 
I will, of course, then move that it be put upon the free list. 

Mr. STONE. I should like to ask the Senator from Utah in 
what particular public interest does he ask that the tips of 
meerschaum and other pipes may b-e put upon the free list! 

Mr. SMOOT. Amber chips are now on the free list under 
this bill. I am not discussing the question of chips. I am dis
cussing the question of amber. 

Mr. STONE. Tips, I said. 
Mr. SMOOT. Tips are not on the free list and were not 

there. I simply said that amber is placed at a duty of $1 a 
pound. 

1\Ir. STONE. I thought the Senator wished them on the free 
list. 

Mr. SMOOT. I want amber, out of which the tips are made, 
to be. placed on the free list, where it is to-day. 

Mr. STONE. Why? 
Mr. SMOOT. Because it has always been there. It is im

possible to produce it in this country. You can not produce it 
here. 

Mr. STONE. Smoking machinery is regarded somewhat as a 
luxury, and tobacco is. We tax tobacco very heavily and raise 
enormous revenue on it, and have done so for a long time, on the 
theory that it is a luxury or, at least, not a necessity. You 
import amber chips or amber in some form free in order that 
they may be made into pipestems or parts of pipestems. Why 
should not the Government of the United St.ates receive some 
revenue from an importation of that kind brought in for that 
purpose? · 

.Mr. SMOOT. l\fr. President, as I said before--
Mr. STONE. I beg the Senator's pardon, but is it simply 

because in the long run of Republican tariff bills they have seen 
proper to favor this industry? 

Mr. SMOOT. There is no industry in amber in this country. 
Mr. STONE. They do make pipe tips or pipestems out of it. 

Mr. SMOOT. But that is in another paragraph entirely. 
I call the Senator's attention to the fact that on the pipes and 
the pipe tips he speaks of the rate is reduced from the present 
rate, but not only that, yon take the amber from which they 
are made that is now on the free list and you impose a duty of 
a dollar a pound on it That is a double blow to the man who 
manufactures the tips and the pipes. 

Mr. STONE. Are the tips and pipes manufactured in this 
country? 

Mr. SMOOT. Oh, many of them. 
Mr. STONE. I understood the Senator to say they were not 

manufactured here. 
Mr. SMOOT. No; I said there was no industry in amber. 
.Mr .. STONE. That is an induso·y in amber. 
Mr. SMOOT. Amber is the raw material for the manufac

ture of th-em, and that is not produced in this country. 
Mr. STONE. I take it, then, the Senator is simply following 

a precedent that has been laid down in some bills he has taken 
a part in the framing of, and that is the principal reason be 
has for opposing any change in this bill. 

Mr. BRISTOW. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Utah yield 

to the Senator from Kansas? 
Mr. SMOOT. I do. 
Mr. BRISTOW. May I inquire if there is not some amber 

produced in the United States? Are there not some amber or 
amberoids produced in the State of New Jersey, and also are 
they not produced to some extent in Massachusetts? Is it 
not a new enterprise in the State of New Jersey? I have un
derstood that it was. 

Mr. HUGHES. If the Senator is asking me, I will say that 
if there is such an industry in my State I do not lmow of it. 

Mr. BRISTOW. I have been so advised. 
l\Ir. MARTINE of New Jersey. I think not, for if there had 

been I would have been besieged by a lot of tariff mongers 
wanting a tariff on it But I have not had any application 
of the kind. 

Mr. BRISTOW. I thought that that was probably the cause 
for taking it from the free list and transferring it to the pro
tective list. I made the inquiry because an authority who was 
consulted some time ago upon this paragraph said that it was 
found in small quantities in Massachusetts and to some extent 
in New Jersey. 

Mr. SMOOT. If it is, I do not know of it. I have always 
understood that it was not p1·oduced in this country. 

Mr. HUGHES. I will say if the Senator will permit me, 
that the reason for putting amber on the dutiable list is quite 
plain. If the Senator will consult the estimateSt he will find 
it is estimated it will produce about $35,000 of revenue. That 
is the sole and only reason I have ever heard assigned for taking 
this and various other items from the free list and putting them 
on the dutiable list. As the Senator says, they are absolute 
luxuries and a differential still remains between the raw amber 
and the, finished article, which it is estimated is the highest reve
nue producer. 

Mr. SMOOT. Will the Senator state what that differen tial 
is? 

Mr. HUGHES. I can not do so without referring to the tables 
before me. 

Mr. SMOOT. The Senator will admit that the rates on 
manufactured pipes and stems have been reduced. 

Mr. HUGHES. Yes; and the taxes have been put-
Mr. SMOOT. On amber. 
Mr. HUGHES. Exactly, as has been done in a hundred 

instances or more in the bill. 
Mr. SMOOT. Of course, that is the policy followed out in 

many items. 
Mr. HUGHES. It makes little or no difference as far as the 

manufacture of amber and pipes is concerned that the duty 
instead of being placed altogether upon the fini hed product 
is only partly put on the finished product and is partly put 
on the raw material. From the revenue standpoint it is infi
nitely better to put this tax upon the raw material, because 
then every dollar that the consumer pays as a result of the tax 
goes into the Treasury, none of the raw amber, as far as my 
information goes, being produced in this country. 

Mr. SMOOT. I know of no amber that is produced here; but 
exactly what I objected to in the bill as a whole is that the 
Democratic majority are not satisfied with reducing the mte 
upon the manufactured article, but they have also added a duty, 
upon the raw material from which the manufactured article 
is made, and particularly raw material that is not produced 
in this country. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, from every point of view 
this is a duty which carries out the Democratic theory of tariff 

' 
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for re>enue. In the first place it is admitted tP.at it is a luxury. 
It i the mrlterial ont of \\hieh not only pipestems are made, 
but it is the material out of which cigarette holders are made. 
From that standpoint according to the Democratic theory, it 
is a proper ubject of taxation. Again, it is a product ad
mittedly not made in this country. 

l\lr. BRISTOW. l\Ir. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North 

Carolina yield to the Senator from Kansas? 
Mr. SH.I.MONS. Probably the Senator from Kansas does not 

admit that it is not made in this country, but I have heard no 
one besides that Senator intimate that it is made in this coun
try, and I understood the Senator to say that he did not know _ 
whether it is made here or not. 

Mr. BRISTOW. I think if the Senator will read up care
fully his authority upou this paragraph he will find that this 
substance is found in New Jersey and Massachusetts, and that 
the greater part of it comes from Persia. I think if the Senator 
will review his tariff notes he will find that that is a fact. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Then my statement that it is not produced 
in this country is true. Now, a product which is not only a 
luxury but which is not produced in this country fills all the 
requirements of a typical article for the imposition of a duty. 

The Senator from Utah has several times referred to the fact 
that the duty imposed on amber by this bill is a dollar a pound, 
evidently for the purpose of creating the idea that it is a very 
high duty--

Mr. SMOOT. Not at all, Mr. President. 
l\fr. SIMMONS. Because a dollar a pound does sound a little 

high. But the Senator, in order to have been altogether fair 
to this side, should have stated that the value of this material 
ranges from $ .80 to $9.50, so that the ad valorem is only about 
11 per cent, '"hich is a very low ad valorem. 

Mr. SMOOT. That is true, Mr. President. I had no inten
tion whatever to intimate, nor did I intimate, what the equiva
lent is. 

Mr. Sil\Il\IONS. That is what I was complaining about. 
Mr. SMOOT. I simply said that this article-amber at least

is not produced in this counh·y to any extent. It is imported 
and always has been imported into this country free. It is 
used in the manufacturing of pipestems and cigarette holders, 
as the Senator says, and under the bill they have provided a 
duty of $1 a pound, and they they have also reduced the duty 
on the manufactured article. 

l\.Ir. LODGE. l\Ir. President, as I understand the theory of 
the Senator from North Carolina, this duty is put on amber, the 
substance out of which articles of luxury are made, in order to 
raise a revenue for the Government. Bnt, Mr. President, the 
articles which have been enumerated here and which include 
also beads and ornaments have to be made in this country in 
order to get a revenue from amber, because if they are not made 
in this country amber will not be imported, for I think it is im
ported for no other purpo e and used for no other purpose. 
'l'herefore if you destroy the industry amber will come in solely 
in the manufactured form. It will not come in as raw mate
rial unless it is used for other purposes than the manufacture 
of ornaments and the articles which I ha\e suggested. 

Now, if you are going to reduce the duty on manufactured 
articles and put a duty on the raw material, which never had 
it before-in the Wilson Act it was free-of course, then you 
are giving protection inYe+ted, protection to the foreign manu
facturer, who gets his amber free in the countries where it is 
produced. 

Mr. JOHXSOX of l\laine. l\Ir. Pr~sident--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from l\Iassaclm

sE::tts yield to the Senator from Maine? 
l\!r. LODGE. Certainly; I yield. 
l\Ir. JOHNSON of Maine. I should like to ask the Senator 

from :Massachusetts if he has in mind the duty placed in the 
bill upon smokers' articles and pipestems? 

1\!r. LODGE. I did not understand they were on the free 
list. I have not examined it. 
. Mr. JOHNSON of l\Iaine: Oh, no; there is a duty of 50 per 
cent on smokers' articles. 

Mr. LODGE. I thought it was reduced. 
Mr. Sl\IOOT. It was. 
l\!r. LODGE. The duty of 50 per cent may be sufficient. 1 

:was not speaking in regard to this particular case especially, 
but to illustrate the general point. If you are putting a duty 
on a raw material, and if reducing or removing the duty on 
the manufactured article, you will not get the payment of any 
duty on the raw material, because it will not be imported. 

.Mr. WILLIA.MS. But if the Senator from Massachusetts 
will pardon me, the duty on the finished article in this case is 

' five times what it is upon the raw material. 
.Mr. LODGE. I am not saying it is not discriminating in 

favor of the finished article, but I speak of it as a general 
principle. In this case you may haye sufficient margin on a 
50 per cent duty; I do not know whether you have or not; I 
have never examined it. I should think it would be ample and 
that you could afford to put a duty on the raw material. I 
am speaking of the general principle. 

There is another item in this same clause which, now that I 
am up, I may as well speak about. You put a higher duty on 
the starch from which dextrine is made than you put on the 
dextrine which is made from the starch. 

l\Ir. JOHNSON of l\Iaine. Mr. President, if the Senator will 
look at the amendment proposed-·-

Mr. LODGE. I have looked at the amendment proposed. The 
duty upon starch is 1 cent a pound. 

l\fr. JOHNSON of l\!aine. The duty upon dextrine is H cents 
a pound. 

1\fr. LODGE. I beg the Senator's pardon, it is three-quarters 
of a cent a pound. I am speaking of the last part of the amend
ment, made from burnt starch or British gum. 

l\Ir, JOHNSON of Maine. On potato starch the duty is a 
cent a pound; on dextrine, made from potato starch, it is a 
cent and a half a pound. 

l\!r. LODGE. Yes; but dextrine-
Mr. JOHNSON of Maine. On the other starch the duty is 

only three-quarters of a cent a pound. 
l\Ir. LODGE. D~xtrine made from burnt starch or British 

gum. 
1\Ir. JOHNSON of Maine. Upon corn starch the duty is three

quarters of a cent a pound, and upon potato starch it is 1 cent 
a pound; and we provided that de:xtrine made from potatp 
starch should bear a duty of H cents, changing the rate of the 
House bill from three-quarters of a cent to one-half because of 
the duty upon potato starch. 

l\fr. LODGE. Now, I understand the duty on starch that 
has been made from potatoes is reduced from H cents per 
pound to 1 cent per pound. Is that right? -

Mr. JOHNSON of l\Iaine. That is right. 
l\Ir. LODGE. And on all other st"-".ch, including all separate 

preparations, from whatever substance produced, fit for use as 
starch, the duty is reduced from 1 cent a pound to one-half of 
1 cent per pound. On potato starch-the Senator will correct 
me if I am wrong-his provision gives a quarter of a cent 
difference. 

Mr. JOHNSON of 1\Iaine. One-half a cent, if the Senator ' 
please. It is 1 cent a pound upon potato starch. 

Mr. LODGE. Starch is 1 cent under the bill? 
1\Ir. JOHNSON of 1\Iaine. Potato starch. 
Mr. LODGE. And dextrine-
1\Ir. WILLIAMS. One and one-half. 
1\Ir. LODGE. Made from that starch is H cents. In the 

other case I am speaking of, in the last clause, "dextrine, not 
otherwise provided for, burnt starch, or British gum, dextrine 
substitutes, and soluble or chemically treated starch," the duty 
is three-fourths of 1 cent per pound. On the other starch, from 
which I understand is made the articles I have just read, the 
duty is reduced half a cent a pound. Perhaps the Senator can 
~ell me whether that is right. 

l\fr. BRISTOW. It is H cents in the present law. 
Mr. LODGE. If that is the case, the dextrine in the last 

clause " not otherwise pronded for " at half a cent a pound 
has a benefit of only a quarter of a cent; that is, I think, the 
raw material is left too high if you are going to cut the manu
factured product. 

.Mr. SIMMONS. What paragraph is the Senator speaking 
about? 

Mr. LODGE. I am reading from the Senate committee 
amendment, "dextrine, not otherwise provided for, burnt starch 
or British gum," in paragraph 37. It is a part of the para
graph now before the Senate. In the House bill dextrine and 
burnt starch or British gum were classified together. The 
Senate amendment makes a division between them. It gives 
dextrine what I ·think is a proper increase, and distinguishes 
between the dextrine made from potato starch and the dex
trille not otherwise provided for, which, I understand, is made 
from anotlier form of starch. I shall have to turn to another 
paragraph to find potato starch. 

The duty on potuto starch is in the agricultural schedule, 
and I want to call attention to that. On starch mude from 
potatoes the duty is 1 cent per pound. On dextrine the Senate 
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committee has changed the rates, and properly changed them, 
in my opinion. The dextrine I was speaking about is dextrine 
made from other kinds of starch. In paragraph 239 it is 
pronded: 

AH other stareh, including all preparations, from whatever substance 
produced, fit for use as starch, one-half cent per pound. • 

That is what the second clause of ·paragraph 37 refers to. 
l\fr. SHIVELY. Is not the duty on dextrine, not otherwise 

pro·dded for, three-fourtl:).s of a cent a pound? 
:\Ir. LODGE. Yes; it increases it a quarter of a cent. 
1\Ir. WILLIAMS. The differential is a quarter of a cent, 

and that is plenty. . 
Mr. JOHNSON of Maine. I call the Senator's attention to 

the fact that there is the same relative increase in both of. 50 
per cent. It is 1 per cent on potato starch, and on ~extrme 
made from potato starch a cent and a half, a 50 per cent mcrease, 
On dextrine made from the other kind of starch the rate is three
fourths of a cent a pound, and on starch it is one-half cent 
a pound. 

Mr. LODGE. I understand it. 
l\Ir. JOHNSON of Maine. And there is an increase of 50 

per cent, or the same relative increase in each case: 
Mr. LODGE. I was going to say, Mr. Pres1dei:it, ~at .I 

understand under the present law this proposed classification is 
not made; that is, dextrine is one thing, whether made from 
potato starch or made from other kinds of starch. In. the first 
provision about dextrine-I will have to insist on the difference, 
because my whole point rests on the second part-the rates ?f 
the present law have been restored, and I am very glad of 1t. 
I think the article needs that discrimination. It is a large 
industry in New England, and I am very glad that the old 
rates have been put back, but under -the old law the term 
" dextrine" covered everything of this character, whether made 
from one kind of starch or another, and in the new classifica
tion you o-ive the manufacturers of the article, as I understand 
it-it is 

0

rather confused, I admit-an advantage of three
fourths of a cent. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Maine. Half a cent. . 
Mr. LODGE. Half a cent. In the other kind of dextrme 

sou give the advantage of only a quarter of a cent. . . . 
1\Ir. JOHNSON of Maine. But the percentage of mcrease is 

the same as the Senator from Massachusetts will observe. 
Mr. LODGE. Why should there be a distinction between 

dextrine made from potato starch and dextrine made from the 
other starches? I am asking for information. The Senator 
from Maine understands the starch and potato question much 
better than I do. 

l\fr JOHNSON of Maine. Because the duty upon potato 
starch is 1 cent a pound, and the duty upon the other kind of 
tarch is one-half a cent a pound. The dextrine made from the 

potato starch should bear a higher rate of duty, it se~med to 
the committee, because of the fact that the raw material bore 
a higher rate of duty. 

Mr. LODGE. Well, the other House followed the old law in 
re pect to classification; they treated all dextrines alike, as 
equally e.xpensive in production, I suppose, and gave them only 
three-fourths of a cent a pound. Now, a new clas~itication has 
been agreed upon, by which the dextrine made from potato 
starch is taken out and given the same advantage, the same 
compensation as in the present law, whereas the other dextrine, 
included both in the old law and in the House bill as entitled 
to precisely the same duty, is gh·en only a quarter of a cent 
advantage. 

1\Ir. WILLIA.l\IS. That is still a 50 per cent differential. 
l\Ir. LODGE. I do not mean to delay further. I merely 

wished to call attention to the general principle laid down by 
the Senator from North Carolina about taxing the raw ma
terial. If the object is to get revenue, you ought to be v~ry 
careful that you are not going to destroy the industry that im
ports the raw material. I do not know that in the case of 
amber it will have any effect. The duty on smokers' articles is 
a large one. 

l\!r. WILLIA.MS. Does not the Senator from Massachusetts 
admit that a 50 per cent differential is sufficient in both cases? 

.Mr. JOHNSTON of Alabama. Mr. President, I want to ask 
the Senator a question. 

Mr. LODGE. I yield first to the Senator from Mississippi. 
Mr. WILLIA.l\.IS. Does not the Senator from Massachusetts 

admit that 50 per cent differential will cover the cost of con
version in both case ? 

l\fr. LODGE. That is not the view of those who make the 
article. I am not a manufactm•er and can not say of my own 
knowledge. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I had charge of that one branch of the 
subject,· but I heard no complaint from anybody that a 50 per 
cent ad valorem duty was not a sufficient tax to cover the 
conversion charge. 

Mr. LODGE. The information I have--
Mr. WILLIAMS. And if the Senator from Massachusetts 

has any information upon this question from anybody who is 
impartial and not interested in drawing dollars out of the 
Treasury, I should like to hear it. 

Mr. LODGE. The matter was called to my attention by 
large manufacturers of these articles. 

Mr. JOHNSTON of Alabama. Now I will ask the Senator 
from Massachusetts, if he will yield to me ·for a moment? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly, I yield. 
1\.1.r. JOHNSTON of Alabama. I want to suggest to the 

Senator from Massachusetts that under paragraph 376 all 
manufactures of amber bear a duty of 20 per cent, and 
under the provisions here, according to the statement of the 
Senator from North Carolina, the amber itself has a duty of 
11 per cent only; so that is nearly 100 per cent on the manu
factures of it. 

Mr. LODGE. I haYe not looked up the manufactures of 
amber. I did not know what the rates were, but now I find 
that the authorities on the other side of the Chamber dis
agree .. 

1\Ir. SMITH of Georgia. No. 
Mr. LODGE. Wait a minute. It was stated by the Senator 

from North Carolina [Mr. SIMMONS] that the duty was 50 per 
cent on smokers' articles. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. On pipes; that is right. 
Mr. LODGE. Now, the Senator from Alabama [Mr. JOHN

STON] says that on all manufactures of amber the duty is 20 
per cent. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. On manufactures of amber other 
than pipes and pipestems. 

Mr. LODGE. That is not the explanation made. The Sen
ator did not read that. 

l\fr. JOHNSTON of Alabama. It is only amber chips that 
arn on the free list. The duty on manufactures of amber is 
20 per cent. Raw amber bears 11 per cent. 

Mr. LODGE. In the case of amber-
Mr. OLIV'ER. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Massachu

setts yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 
l\Ir. LODGE: Certainly, I yield tQ. the Senator from Penn

sylvania. 
Mr. OLIVER. I understood the Senator from New Jersey 

[Mr. HUGHES] to state that this duty was plaeed on amber for 
the purpose of producing a revenue of approximately $35,000. 
Am I correct in that understanding? 

Mr. HUGHES. Those are the figures I quoted. 
l\fr. OLIVER. I find that the principal use of amber is in 

the making of stems for tobacco pipes, and that the duty on 
pipes is reduced from 60 per cent to 50 per cent, and that the 
duty collected on pipes and smoking articles last year amounted 
to nearly · 800,000; that the committee is surrendering a revenue 
of from $150,000 to $160,000 for the purpose of placing a duty 
upon amber, from which they expect to gain only $35,000. I 
am glad to see that our friends on the other side are returning 
to their old theory of a tariff for revenue only, instead of, as 
I had begun to suspect, passing a tariff bill for the protection 
of importers and foreign manufacturers. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. If the Senator from Pennsylvania will 
take the duties--

Mr. LODGE. I think I have the floor, l\fr. Pre~ident. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Massachu

setts yield to the Senator from Mississippi? 
1\Ir. LODGE. I yield to the Senator from MissjssippL 
Mr. WILLIAMS. If the Senator from Pennsylvania will 

take the duty upon amber and take the price of amber, he will 
find that the duty is about 11 per cent. The distinguished 
legal authority to whom reference has been made puts it at 
10.50 per cent and I put it at 11 per cent I think perhaps 
the distinguished legal chem~cal and amber expert is mistaken, 
and that perhaps we are right, and perhaps the ad valorem 
equivalent is 11 per cent. If the duty upon the raw material 
is 11 per cent and the duty upon the finished article is 50 per 
cent-reduced from 60 in the old law-will the Senator from 
Pennsylvania contend that the difference between 11 per cent 
ad valorem and 50 per cent ad valorem is not sufficient to co>er 
the conversion cost? 

Mr. OLIVER. 1'1r. President, I said nothing at all about 
the conversion cost. .What I was cal1ing attention to was the 
fact that our friends on the other side are surrenderjng a 



1913. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SEN ATE. 2715 
revenue of $100,000 for the sake of getting another revenue 
of 35,000. I was not arguing from--

Mr. WILLIAMS. We are not surrendering any revenue of 
any description, because, if we have accurately calculated the 
duty sufficient to cover the conversion cost, we have neither dis
criminated against the finished article nor the raw material, all 
of which is imported into this country. 

Mr. OLIVER. I have said nothing about conversion cost or 
raw material; I was talking about revenue, and revenue alone. 

.l\fr. WILLIAl\IS. I understand that, and I am replying to 
the Senator, and I am saying that we are surrendering no reve
nue at all. Whatever revenue we may surrender upon one 
article we get uvon the other, because every dollar's worth of 
the stuff, whether finished or crude, is imported~ot a dollar's 
.worth of it is made here. 

Mr. OLIVER. Then, Mr. President, I should like the Sena
tor to explain--

1\fr. WILLIAMS. 1\Ir. President, the Senator's contention is 
that there will be less of the finished product imported and 
more of the crude article imported. 

Mr. OLI'7ER. Not at all. I contend that there wHl be less 
re\enue coTiected under this bill than there is under the present 
law. 

l\lr. WILLIAMS. But if that is the effect at all, under the 
Senator's argument it will be because there will be less of the 
finished and more of the crude article imported. 

l\fr. OLIVER. Not at all. I am not talking on that line 
at all. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Then, how does the Senator explain his 
assertions? 

Mr . .OLIVER. I should like the Senator from Mississippi to 
explain where ·he is going to get the $125,000 that appears to 
be lost in this calculation-the difference between $160,000 and 
$35,000. 

Mr. WILLIAI\IS. We put a duty on the ra.w amber, which 
will not prohibit its importation and we put a duty on the 
finished product which will not prohibit its conversion in 
America. If we have increased the duty on the raw material. 
so much as to obtain an undue revenue from that in compari
son with the finished product, we still preserve the revenue. 

Mr. OLIVER. Mr. President, I have not yet found out from 
what the Senator has said from what he is going to supply that 
other $125,000 of revenue. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. What $125,000! 
l\lr. OLIVER. There were in 1912 $788,000 of reTenue col-

1ected from pipes and smokers' articles. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. I understand that. 
l\Ir. OLIVER. While under the pending bill it is estimated 

that we will collect about $160,000 less. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Yes. 
Mr. OLIVER. You try to make that up by levying a duty, 

which will bring a revenue of $35,000, on amber, but where is 
the other $125,000 of revenue coming from? 
· l\Ir. WILLIAMS. The Senator is complaining that we have 
transferred a part of the duty from the :finished product to the 
raw material, which has all got to be imported at a duty of a 
dollar a pound. · 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, it seems to me that if you re
duce the duty on the unfinished article and import the same 
amount of the :finished article as you did last year. you lose that 
amount of duty. Is that not correct? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I did not catch the Senator's question. 
Mr. LODGE. I say, if you reduce the duty 10 per cent on the 

:finished article-smokers' articles, if that is the classification
and import the same amount as you did last year, you of course 
wou1d lose a certain amount of revenue. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. You would lose 10 per cent. 
Mr. LODGE. Precisely. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. And if you increase the duty upon the raw 

material--
Mr. LODGE. Wait a moment. 
l\Ir. WILLIAMS. As the raw material is not produced in 

this country, you increase the revenue deri-ved from the raw 
material. 

Mr. LODGE. Precisely; but you do not increase it equally 
with what you lose, for, as the Senator from Pennsylvania has 
pointed out, you will lose $160,000 by your reduction of 10 per 
cent--

1\fr. HUGHES. Mr. President--
Mr. LODGE. And you add a duty on the raw material, which 

you estimate will give you $35,000-
Mr. WILLIAMS. How much 'l 
Mr. LODGE. My authority is the Senator from New Jersey 

[l\Ir. HUGHES]. He said $35,000. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I do not know about what somebody else 
has estimated. I have very little confidence in these experts 
and their estimates, but I do know that if you raise the duty 
at all upon amber-and every bit of the amber that is used in 
this country is imported-not a dollar's worth less of it will 
be used, because it is purely a luxury. 

Mr. LODGE. I understand that. 
Mr. WILL-IAMS. You will derive more revenue from the 

increased duty on amber than you will lose because of the 
decreased duty upon the finished product . 

Mr. LODGE. If the Senator will allow me, assuming that 
we import ·as large an amount of smokers' articles as we did 
last year, with the duty reduced 10 per cent, as the Senator 
from Mississippi has just said, of comse we will lose 10 per 
cent on the duty. · 

l'IIr. WILLIA.MS. And that ts $16,000. 
l\fr. LODGE. $160,000, I thought th.e Senator from Penn

sylvania [Mr. OLIVER} said. 
l\Ir. WILLIAMS. Oh, no. It would not be that much. 
Mr. LODGE. Then, if the loss is only $16,000, and you get 

$35,()()() from the duty on the raw material, you will get an in
crease of revenue. 

Mr. WILLIAl\IS. Of course we shall. 
Mr. LODGE. That is perfectly clear; but I understaod the 

Senator from Pennsylvania to say that there would be a loss 
of $125,000. 

l\Ir. WILLIAMS. Oh, no; we would lose 10 per cent on 
~~OOQ . 

l\Ir. OLIVER. It is 20 per cent of $788,000. 
Mr. LODGE. That is what I understood. 
l\Ir. WILLIA.MS. If we lose 10 per cent--
Mr. LODGE. Very well; 10 per cent of $788,000 is $78,800. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. If we lose 10 per cent because of the re-

duction of the duty on the finished product made out of raw 
material, none of which is produced in this country, but all of 
which mbst be imported, and if we increase the duty on the 
raw material just equal to the conversion-cost tax-that is, 
equal to the exigency-we can not po:ssi"bly lose any revenue. 

1\Ir. JOHNSTON of Alabama.. Mr. President--
Mr. LODGE. Ot course, Mr. President, you can not lose any 

revenue--
Mr. SW ANSON. l\fr. President--
1\fr. LODGE. I think I still have the floor. Of course you 

can not lose an.y revenue if you replace the loss by a new duty: 
on the raw material; but what is the assumption as to the 
amount of revenue that duty will provide? The Senator from 
New Jersey and the Tariff Handbook, which you have furnished 
us, estimate it at $35,000. I now understand that" the duty 
collected last year on smokers' articles was $788,000. 

Mr. HUGHES. l\fr. President--
Mr. LODGE. Let me finish this statement-and 10 per cent 

of that is something over $78,000. 
l\fr. JOHNSTON of Alabama. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair must insist upon some 

little appearance of order being preserved in this discussion. 
Half a dozen Senators are on their feet now. 

l\Ir. LODGE. The Chair was kind enough to recognize me as 
having the floor. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. But there are five or six Senators 
now standing on the floor. 

Mr. LODGE. I was attempting, in what I supposed was my 
own time, to come to an agreement with the Senator from Mis
sissippi as to these figures. I am frank to confess that I am 
a very poor arithmetician myself, but I suppose 10 per cent 
of $788,000 is $78,800, or in that neighborhood. 

l\Ir. WILLIA.MS. Instead of $160,000. 
Mr. JOHNSTON of Alabama. Mr. President-
Mr. HUGHES. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Ohair must insist that Sena

tors take their seats, and rise and address the Chair, in order 
that the Chair ma:v. know whom to recognize. 

Mr. HUGHES. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Massachu

setts yield to the Senator from New Jersey:1 
Mr. LODGE. I should like to continue for a moment, if I 

may. I should like to be told, first, what was the duty col
lected on smokers' articles. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. $788,000. 
Mr. LODGE. $788,000. That was at the 50 per cent rate? 
Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Sixty per cent. 
Mr. LODGE. The 60 per cent rate; yes. You have reduced 

it 10 per cent. If you import the same amonnt under this 
bill, you will lose $78,800 of revenue. 
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Mr. WILLIAMS. I beg the Senator's pardon. While the 
reduction is 10 per cent, the reduction of the duty is only one
sixth. A reduction from 60 to 50 per cent is a reduction of 
only one-sixth. 

Mr. LODGE. I see. How much does the Senator calculate 
it to be? 

:Mr. WILLIAMS. I have not calculated it, but I will do so. 
Mr. HUGHES. Mr. President--
Mr. LODGE. I do not want to detain the Senate on a ques

tion of figures. I do not pretend to be strong on figures, and 
I was trying to learn from the Democratic autho1ities on the 
other side, who obviously are strong on :figures, just what this 
amount was. It took me some time to find out how much was 
collected in the way of duty. But if I may come back to the 
main point, there is provided here a duty of 20 per cent on 
amber ornaments; 50 per cent is left on smokers' articles, and 
there is a duty of $1 per pound put on amber. I do not know 
the expense of manufacture. I should suppose there was enough 
margin left on the smokers' articles. About the ornaments, 
I do not profess to know. 

l\Ir. WILLIAMS. One-sixth of $788,000, in round numbers, 
would be $130,000. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I have at last gotten an authori
tative figure. There will be $130,000 loss on the duties collectecl 
on ·smokers' articles. You estimate that you will get $35,000 
from raw amber. While I again say I am a poor arithmetician, 
it seems to me there is a loss of revenue there. 

Mr. HUGHES. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Massachu

setts yield to the Senator from New Jersey? 
l\Ir. LODGE. I yield to the Senator from New Jersey, with 

pleasure. 
Mr. HUGHES. I should not be so insistent if the Senator 

from Massachusetts did not continually quote the statement 
I made. There is absolutely no relation, or at least not the 
relation that the Senator insists upon calling attention to, be
tween the duty u~n raw amber and all smokers' articles. I 
simply wish to call the Senator's attention to the fact that this 
increased duty is gained from amber alone--

Mr. LODGE. Amber alone; certainly. 
l\Ir. HUGHES. And this loss of revenue upon smokers' ar

ticles is because of reductions that the committee thought 
ought to be made on such articles as clay pipes and smokers' 
articles of that kind, which were carried at an enormous rate 
of duty. There is no relation between the loss of reyenue on 
all smokers' articles and the duty on amber. 

Mr. LODGE. Then the Senator has no idea what revenue 
is collected from smokers' articles which carry amber? 

Mr. HUGHES. Oh, it is impossible to say, because we have 
not been given any figures on that. 

Mr. LODGE. Then we come · back to the generally satis
factory conclusion that we- do not know anything about it. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. HUGHES. We know that we will get $35,000 upon 
amber. 

Mr. LODGE. We know that bec:tuse that has been esti
mated by the experts. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. But not by Mr. Doherty. 
Mr. LODGE. The Senator from Mississippi has just been 

saying that he does not put any faith in experts. Now, the 
Senator from New Jersey says we will get $35,000 because the 
expert estimates it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. If the Senator will pardon me, I will now 
give him some more calculations. 

Mr. HUGHES. Of course, I did not say that, although it does 
not make any particular difference. 

l\lr. LODGE. I beg the Senator's pardon; I thought he said 
we were sure of $35,000. 

Mr. HUGHES. But not because the experts said so. 
Ml-. WILLIAMS. If the Senator will pardon me, the loss of 

one-sixth of the $783,000 duty on importations I have already 
giYen. The value of amber and amberoid unmanufactured, or 
crude gum for 1912, was $338,821; and that came in free. 
Now, it will come in at $1 per pound. The quantity that came 
in was 35,663 pounds, so that we will gather from that amount 
a revenue- of $35,663. 

Mr. LODGE. That seems to me a very reasonable estimate. 
If we import 35,663 pounds and this bill becomes law, we shall 
get $35,663 from raw amber. [Laughter.] 

But I did not mean to be drawn into this great amber dis
cussion, Mr. President. I rose merely to make the point about 
dextrine, and I have made the point as I see it. ~his new 
classification, although very valuable for the dextrine made 
from potato starch, has been neglected in the case of the other 

dextrine. I do not pretend to say why; I do not know. but it 
has been. I think it ought to have the same differentiation. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Will the Senator from Ma suchusetts par
don me for one more remark? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 
Mr. WILLIA.l\IS. I have run this out; and while I always 

1hate to confess that I am wrong, as any other human being 
does-- -

Mr. LODGE. That is a very proper feeling. 
Mr. WILLIA.l\IS (continuing). There will be a decrease of 

revenue. There is no doubt about it; there will be a decrease of 
revenue . 

.l\Ir. LODGE. I am very glad, Mr. President, that with my 
inferior mathematical capacity I haYe succeeded in getting 
that statement. 

I shall not detain the Senate longer on dextrine; but I shall 
ask simply that this letter from a large manufacturer in my 
State may be included as part of my remarks. It is a short 
letter, but I shall not ask to have it read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and the letter will be printed as a part of the 
Senator's remarks. 

The letter referred to is as follows : 
MATTAPAN, MASS., May 11,, 1!J1J. 

Hon. H E NRY CABOT LoDGE, 
Unit ed States Senate, Washington,, D. 0. 

DEAR Sm: The new ta.riff proposes to reduce the duty on dext rine, 
burnt starch, or British gum, dextrine substitutes , and soluble or _ 
chemically treated starch from Hi cents to three-fourths of 1 cent per 
pound and reduce the duty on starch made from potatoes from H cents 
per pound to 1 cent per pound; all other starch, including all prepara
tions from whatever sub tance produced fit for use as starch, from 1 
cent per pound to one-half o-f 1 cent per pound. 

Nearly all the dextrine import ed into this country is made from 
potato starch, and n early all the star.::h imported is potato starch. 
Therefore the duty on dextrine, the finished product, will be less than 
on the raw material starch. 

Starch is the raw material of our business and is converted into 
dextrine or gum by a roasting process, and there is an inevitable 
shrinkage from 12 to 22 per cent, so it takes com:iderably more than 
a pound of starch to make a pound of dextrine or gum. Therefore 
in order to have a logical tariff the duty on pota to starch should 
be at least one-half cent per pound less than on dextrine and Briti h 
gum. -

You will re!J.dily s'ee that under the proposed law there is an actual 
and very considerable discrimination against the domes tic manufacturer, 
!~tlc~:. duty on the raw material is higher than on the manufact ured 

!f the duty on potato starch, the raw material, is 1 cent per pound 
and the duty on potato dextrine, the finished product, is three-fourths 
of 1 cent per pound, it will strike at the industry from both sides 
and make it utterly impossible for the industry to live. 

Yours, truly, 
HORATIO N. GLOlER & SON. 

Mr. LODGE. This letter merely ruakes the point in rega~d . 
to dextrine.. I do not propose to ask for any vote on the matter 
of dextrine, but I do want a vote on the duty on crude camphor 
of which I spoke yesterday. ' 

I said then all I can say in regard to the matter-that to put 
a duty on ~ru~e camphor is not only to cripple a large illdustry, 
the celluloid mdustry, but camph0r is used in medicine; it is 
used as a preservative against moths; it is u ed in many ways 
by people of all ~lasses. To put a duty upon it suddenly, when 
not a pound of it can ever be produced in this country, seems 
to me unwise. On that I shall, at the proper time, ask for the 
yeas and nays. 

Mr. GRONNA.. Mr. President, sin·~e the Senator from Missis
sippi has admitted that he was mistaken in his conclusions, I 
think the country is entitled to know what the loss of revenue 
would be. According to my figures, the loss would be $96,333 
plus. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, undoubtedly there would be 
a gain of revenue by reason of the duty upon amber. Un
doubtedly there would be some loi;;s of revenue as a result of 
reducing the duty on smokers' articles from GO per cent to 50 
per cent. 

The Democratic theory is, first, a duty for reyenue purpose . 
Secondly, the Democratic theory is to relieye the people of 
unnecessary taxation, whether it be of a revenue character or 
a protective character. Where an article is a proper subject 
of a revenue tax, we impose it; but where the Democratic Party 
finds that a tax imposed for revenue purposes is so high as to 
impose an unnecessary burden upon the people, it reduces it. 

We found in the Republican tariff a duty of GO per cent upon 
smokers' articles. We thought that was too high. We thought, 
although it was a revenue duty, that it imposed too much of a 
burden upon the consumer in this country, and we reduced it to 
50 per cent. In imposing a duty of 1 cent a pound upon amber 
we followed out the Democratic theory of a tariff for revenue, 
and in reducing from 60 to 50 per cent the duty upon si;nokers' 
articles we followed out the other part of the Democrati<: 

/ 



1913. CONGRESSIONAL _RECORD-SEN .ATE. ·2717. 
theory, :that the consumers of the country should not be unnec- from potato starch, and the dextrine made from other kinds of 
essarily burdened, either for i·evenue purposes or for purposes starch has a duty of three-fourths of a cent _per pound, which 
of protection. in that case is 50 per cent of the duty upon the starch itself. 

l\Ir. HOLLIS. l\fr. President, referring to the letter that has The duties a.re relatively the same in ea.eh case. 
been pla.eed 1n the IlECORD by the Senator -from Massachusetts I .do not know about the manufacture -0f dextrine anywhere 

' [l\Ir. LODGE], I desire to read the last paragraph. It says: in New England. I do n-0t know of a single fuctory there. 
I If the duty -on potato starch, the raw material, is 1 cent per pound, Certainly there is no~in my State of Maine. There are some 

e.nd the duty on potato de.xtrine, the finished product, is three-fourths old starch f t · t k t t t h I bell 
of 1 cent per pound, it w1ll strike at the industry from both sides and ac ories ma ye po a o .s arc • eve, some-
make it utterly impossible for the industry to live. where in northeastern Maine. But so far as the duty upon 

Exactly that information was sent to me by a manufacturer potato starch is concerned, we took it a5 it came to us from 
1n Massachusetts. I went to the subcommittee and got them to the House. The House Ways and l\Ieans Committee ga·rn _long 
make the exact change that is suggested in this letter to th~ hearings to the people interested in the matter, and determined 

' Senator fr.om Massachusetts. The duty on dextrine made from upon those as the proper 1-ates. 
potato starch was increased to 1! cents per pound, instead of l\Ir. BRISTOW. Ne-vertheless it is a fact that potato .starch 
three-quarters of a cent per pound, as complained of in this let- and potato flour have a duty of a cent a pound. 
ter. So the ;result is that the 1\fassachusetts manufacturers of l\Ir. JOHNSON of Maine. Yes. 
dextrine made from potato .starch are taken care of exactly as Mr. BRISTOW. While dextrin~ made from potato flour or 
they wished to be. I potato starch has a duty of a cent and a half a pound, the 

Mr. LODGE: :Ur. President, evifl~ntly the Senator did not cent and a hu1f a pound -0n dextrine is exactly the same as :the 
listen to what I said. The point I made was about the second duty in the present law, though the duty is taken off the potato
mention -0f dextrine, made from other substances than _potato the raw material that the manufacturer uses in making these 
starch. products. -

l\Ir. HOLLIS. Then I should like to inquire of the Sena.tor Now, the complaint I have aguinst this bill iis that it js ap-
wha:t is th~ object of putting this letter in the RECORD? parently constructed in behalf of the manufacturer, but the 

l\Ir. LODGE. To show the testimony -0n which I acted. farmer who produces the raw material is not girnn considera-
1\fr. HOLLIS. Bnt the committee has done just exactly what tion. The duties of the Payne-Aldrich law on dextrin.e a.re 

is suggested in the letter. The letter backs up the committee maintained, while the potato, which the farmers grow, is put 
entirely. upon the free list. I want to ask the Senator from .Maine if he 

l\Ir. LODGE. Does it? Just give it to me. IReading :] thinks that is fair to the farmers of Maine or Kansas or 1\Iinne-
Therefore, in ·order to have a logical tariJI, the duty on potato starch sota or any other State? 

should be at ieast one-half cent per pound leRS than on dextrine :and Mr. JOHNSON o{ Maine. ·1 thlnk about all the potato-starch 
British gum. factories there a.re .anywher-e .are up in Main~ bnt I will say 

l\Ir. HOLLIS. And 5.n response to that letter, or a similar to the Senator from Kansas tha.t the farmers of l\Iaine would 
letter which I received, the committee raiSBd the tariff on d~x· treat with a good deal of humor hat lie is saying in regard to 
trine made from potato :starch. Tbat action was certaiu!.y w-ell the use of potatoes, because the potatoes they CaiTN' to the 
taken, and the whole matter is cleared up. starch mills .a.re the small potatoes-the culls; the little pota-

Mr. LODGE. They did; and the second point I rna;Je was my toes for which there is no other market. It is never the good 
own. I thou_ght the write1· alluded to it; but the second p.oint potatoes that are taken to the starch .factories, but only the 
was my own, and I think it is a sound one. The writer of this refuse or the .small potatoes. Those ar-e th~ potatoes thnt find 
letter is a maker of potato .stai·ch. I thought he alluded t-0 the a market there, .and they are ground i.ntO st:uch. 
second point. However, I think I will let it stand, Mr. Presi- Afr. BRISTOW. Does that jngjjfy giving the manufacturer 
dent, as it snstains the action of the committee and is good ·pro- the il'aw material free, r.elieving him fr.om the payment of .any 
tectionist doctrine. duty, and .still maintaining the same duty on this product that 

l\Ir. BRISTOW. Mr. President, in House Document 1503, Six- the present law carries? 
tieth Congress, second session, .at page 042, I find the following Mr. JOHNSON of Maine_ n.e manufacturer of starch there 
in regard to amber: has practically always had the potatoes which he uses free, so 

Amber is a fossil resin, fountl chiefly in Prussia, either on the sea- far as any duty is concerned, because they ai·e the small pota
share, where it is thrown up by the Baltic, or underneath the surface. toes, fuS I hav~ said, an.d the farmer is usually very glad to find 
In this region mining for amber bas been @.rried on for years. Shafts any market for those at a v.ei·y small price. I do not believe 
are sunk until a stratum is reaeh~ in which amb.er nodules are f.ound. 
The largest mass yet diseovered weighed 13 pounds. In the UnitM that the duty has made any difference in the price <>f those 
States amber-lilre resins have been found in Massachusetts, New Jersey, potatoes, and, I will say to the Senator from Kansas, neithei· 
and other places. Amber is used chiefly in the manufacture of mouth- d I b I' •th ;;t.;ied · 
pieces for pipes and cigar and cigarette holde1·s and in the prepa.r.ati-On o · e 1ev.e I as a"'-'l* a cent Ill value to the potato.es which 
of a kind of va:rnish. were marketable for the farmers of l\Iaine. I believ.e they 

So much for amber. There is another fuing here in whieh I nev.er haxe derlrnd a c.en:t•s advanrage fr-0-m this spuri<ms duty; 
am more -interested than amber. upon potato~s, whieh 'is put on. only to try to make th~m belie'Ve 

Mr. LODGE. If the .Senator will allow me, I was not aware 1 th~t they have been the beneficiaries of a system in which I 
that amber had ever been found in l\Ia.ssachusetts or that it !hmk they hav-e not shared. 
was an in-0.nstry of any size or importance in this country. I Mr. BRISTOW. Spurious, ~·hen applied to the farmers wh-0 
never heard of it until this afternoon. But I am very glad, if grow the potatoes, but not spu1·i-0us when applied to tile manu
that is the .case, that we haV'e been gi-ren a liberally protective : faeturers of starch from the potatoes. Now, I sh-0uld like to 
duty on the ~roduction of amber. inquire of the Senator frem Maine--

Mr. BRISTOW. I want to call the attention of the Senator Mr. JOHNSON of Ma.ioo. I have no particular interest in 
from Maine [Mr. JoEINSON] to the Senate amendment in para- the matter; I have n-0 1:·easo.L1. to speak. for the starch manufac
graph 37, which increases the duty on dextrine made from po- turers or those who are interested in the manufacture, but I 
ta to -starch or potato flour from 1 cent, as found ·in the House ' understand the eonditioniJ we had tQ meet, and under which we 
bill, to a .cent and a half, which is the same duty that is carried were to frame the tariff bill. Taking the conditions as we 
in the existing law. That is, in the bill as it comes from the ' found them, the starch manufacturei·s a.re dependent: somewhat, 
Senate committee the protectir-e duty f-0r the manu£acturer -0f as we believe, upon the duties which had been .est.ablished. 
dextrine made from potato starch or potato fiour is exactly the Mr. BRISTOW. The manufa-eturer seems to ha·rn been very 
same as in the Payne-Aldrkh bill. well provided for. 

If the manufacturers of dextr-ine in Maine .or New Hampshire Mr. GALLINGER. Wm the Senator from Kansas yield .to-
or Massachusetts or anywhere in New England are entitled to a me? 
protection of a cent and a half per pound, why :are not the The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Kansas 
farmers that grow the potatoes from whkh this pr-0duct is made yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 
entitled to the-same protection in this bill that the pr€Sent law l\fr. BilISTOW. I do. 
giyes them. namely, 25 cents per bushel? Mr. GALLIN-OER. This has been an inter.esting but some-

l\Ir. JOHNSON of .Maine. Mr. President, in answer to the what tedious day. I will ask the Senato1· from North Carolina 
· question in regard to the aetiou of the committee in raising the i if be does not think we ought to adjourn? It is 6 o'clock. 

duty upon potato ~tarch, it must :be obvious to the :Senator , Mr. SIMMONS. I was .going to state ·that the Senator from 
from Kansas that if ~otato starch bore a duty -of 1 cent _per Utah {M.r. 'SxooT], who had necessarily to be absent from the 
pound, then the dextrrne made from tlle potat.o starch ought Chamber, requested that this paragraph sb.-0uld go over until 
to bear a duty of more than three-fourth£ of .a cent per pound, to-morrow. That being the ·case, as we can not act -0n it to
as it came to us from the Hous~, w~~ wo~ be less than the night, in compliance with bis :request, which I tlhink is a .reason
duty upon the starch firom wha.ch 1t is m-ade. We therefore · able -and -pro-per one, I am perfectly willing that we sh.an n.a .. ·.e 
placed a duty of a cent and a half a pou:ad upon dextrine made an executive session, as I understand one is desired. 



2718 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOU SE. JULY 24,; 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. KERN. I mo>e that the Senate proceed to the considera
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executi•e business. After seven minutes spent 
in executi•e se sion the doors were reopened, and (at 6 o'clock 
and 10 minute p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Friday, July 25, 1013, at 12 o'clock meridian. 

NO:\lINATIO~. 

Ba:ecutii:e nomination received by the Senate July 24, 1913. 
GOVERNOR OF HA w AII. 

L. E. Pinkham, of Hawaii, to be go>ernor of Hawaii, vice 
Walter F. Frear, term expired. 

CONFIRMATIONS. 
Ha:eC'lttive nominations confirmed by the Senate July 24, 1913. 

POSTMASTERS. 

MISSISSIPPI. 

Sidney J. Ferguson, :Meridian. 
NEVADA. 

W. J. Bonner, Mason. 
George Foley, Round Mountain. 

C. A. Rush, Wickliffe. 
Frank Wasmer, Oak Hill. 

OHIO. 

r. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, July B4, 1913. 

The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 
The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol

lowing prayer : 
0 Thou, who art the inspiration of every great thought and 

worthy endeavor, touch our hearts with the ~magic wand, and 
move us on toward those qualities of soul which shall survive 
the empire of decay and be young in glory when the stars have 
passed away, that we may thus work out our own salvation 
with fear and trembling, for it is God which worketh in us 
both to will and to do of His good pleasure. This we ask in 
the spirit of the Lord Christ. Amen. 

APPROVAL OF THE JOURNAL. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read. 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Journal will stand 

approved. 
l\Ir. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I object. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I moye that the Journal 

be approved. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle-

man from Alabama, that the Journal be approved. 
The question was taken. 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I demand a division. Pending 

that, I make the point of order that there is no quorum present. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois makes the point 

of order that there is no quorum present. The Chair will count. 
[After counting.] Ninety Members present, not· a quorum. 

ADJOURNMENT. 

~fr. U:~"'DERWOOD. l\Ir. Speaker, I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

l\Ir. MA.~"'N. :Mr. Speaker, on that I demand the yeas and 
oars. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were-yeas 152, nays 58, 

an wered "present" 7, not voting 212, as follows: 

Abercrombie 
AlexancteL· 
Ashbrook 
As-well 
Baker 
Baltz 
Harkley 
Bartlett 
Reake 
Rell, Ga. 
Booher 
Borchers 
Borland 
Bowdle 
Brock on 
Brown, W. Va. 
Buchanan, Ill. 
Buchanan, Tex. 
Bulkley 
Burgess 

YEAS-·152. 
Burke, Wis. 
Byrnes, S. C. 
Callaway 
Candler, Miss. 
Caraway 
Casey 
Church 
Claypool 
Clayton 
Cline 
Collier 
Connelly, Kans. 
Cox 
Davenport 
Decker 
Deitrick 
Dickinson 
Dies 
Doolittie 
Doughton 

Driscoll 
Evans 
Fergusson 
FitzHenry 
Flood, Va. 
Floyd, Ark. 
Foster 
Fowler 
Gard 
Garner 
Garrett, Tenn. 
Garrett, Tex. 
George 
Gilmore 
Goodwin, Ark. 
Gorman 
Graham, Ill. 
Gray 
Gregg 
Gudger 

Hamlin 
Hardwick 
Hardy 
Harrison, Miss. 
IIay 
Hayden 
Heflin 
Helvering 
Henry 
Holland 
Houston 
Howard 
Hughes, Ga. 
Hull 
Igoe 
Jacoway 
.Johnson, Ky. 
.Johnson, s. c:~ 
.Jones 
Keating 

Kennedy, Conn. 
Kent 
Kettner 
Kirkpatrick 
Konop 
Korbly 
Lazaro 
Lee, Ga. 
Lesher 
Lever 
Lieb 
Linthicum 
Lloyd 
Mc.Andrews 
McClellan 
McDermott 
McGillicuddy 
McKellar 

Anderson 
Austin 
Barton 
Bell, Cal. 
Bryan 
Bu1·ke, S. Dak. 
Campbell 
Cooper 
Curry 
Davis, Minn. 
Dillon 
Dyer 
Falconer 
Fess 
French 

Adamson 
Crisp 

~!t~~re, Nebr. ~g~g::'~? 
Montague Rucker 
Moon flussell 
Morrison Seldomridge 
Murray, Okla. Sims 
Neeley Sisson 
O'Hair Smith, Md. 
Oldfield Smith, Tex. 
Page Stedman 
Phelan Stephens, Nebr. 
Post Stephens, Tex. 
Prouty Stone 
Quin Stout 
Ragsdale Stringer 
Raker Sumner 
Reed Talcott, N. Y. 
Heilly, Conn. Tavenner 

NAYS-58. 
Gardner McKenzie 
Gillett Mann 
Gordon Mapes 
Hulings Mondell 
Humphrey, Wash. Morgan, Okla. 
J"ohnson, Utah Moss, W. Va. 
J"ohnson, Wash. Norton 
Kelly, l'a. Payne 
Kennedy, Iowa Platt 
Kinkaid, Nebr. Roberts, Nev. 
Knowland, J". R. Rupley 
La Follette Scott 
Lewis, Pa. Sells 
Lindbergh Sh.reve 
McGuire, Okla. Sinnott 

ANSWERED " PRESENT "-7. 
Kahn Ru bey 
McCoy Smith, J. M. C. 

NOT VOTING-212. 

Taylor, Ala. 
Taylor, Ark. 
Taylor, Colo. 
'l'aylor, N. Y. 
'l'en Eyck 
Thacher. 
Underwood 
Vaughan 
Walker 
Walsh 
Watkins 
Watson 
Weaver 
Webb 
Whaley 
Wil on, Fla. 
Wingo 
Young, Tex. 

c;:loan 
Smith, Idaho 
Smith, Minn. 
Switzer 
Temple 
Thomas 
Thomson, Ill. 
Towner 
Treadway 
Walters 
Willis 
Woods 
Young, N. Dak. 

Wallin 

Adair Dooling Hughes, W. Va. Porter 
Aiken Doremus Humphreys, Miss. Pou 
Ainey Dunn Keister Powers 
Allen Duprl: Kelley, Mich. Rainey 
Ansberrv Eagan Kennedy, R. I. Rauch 
Anthony Eagle Key, Ohio Rayburn 
Avis Edmonds K~ess, Pa. Reilly, Wi&. 
Bailey Ertwards Kmdel Richardson 
Barchfcld Elder Kinkead, N . .J. Riordan 
Barnhart Esch Kitchin Roberts, ~[ass. 
Rartholdt Estopinal Kreider Royers 
Bathrick J?airchild Lafferty Roilse 
Beau, Tex. Faison Langham abJ.th 
Blackmon Farr Langley Saunders 
Bremner Ferris Lee, Pa. Scully 
Britten Fields L'Englc Shackleford 
Brodbeck Finley Lenroot Sharp 
Broussard Fitz~erald Levy Sherley 
Brown, N. Y. Foraney Lewis, Md. Shenvood 
Browne, Wis. Francis Lindquist Slayden 
Browning Frear Lobeck Slemp 
Bruckner Gallagher Logue Small 
Brumbaugh Gerry Lonergan Smith, N. Y. 
Burke, Pa. Gittins McLaughlin Smith, Sarni. W. 
Burnett Glass Madden Sparkman 
Butler Godwin, N. C. Mahan Statrord 
Byrns, Tenn. Goeke Manahan Stanley 
Calder Goldfogle l\Iartin teenerson 
Cantrill Good Merritt Stephens, Cal. 
Carew Goulden Metz Stephens, Miss. 
Carlin Graham, Pa.. Miller Stevens, Minn. 
Carr Green, Iowa !itchell Stevens, N. H. 
Carter Greene, 1\Iass. Moore Sutherland 
Cary Greene, Vt.. Morgan, La. Taggart 
Chandler, N. Y. Griest Morin Talbott, Md. 
Clancy Griffin Moss, Ind. Thompson, O!tla. 
Clark, Fla. Guernsey Mott · Townsend 
Connolly, Iowa Hamill Murdock Tribble 
Cpnry Hamilton, Mich. Murray, Mass. Tuttle 
Copley Hamilton. N. Y. Nelson nderhill 
Covington Hammond Nolan, J". I. Vare 
Cramton Harrison, N. Y. O'Brien Volstead 
Crosser Haugen Oglesby Whitacre 
Cullop Hawley O'Leary White 
Curley Hayes O'Shaunessy Wilder 
Dale Helgesen Padgett Williams 
Danforth Helm Palmer Wilson, N. Y. 
Davis, W. Va. Hensley Parker Winslow 
Dent Hlll Patten, N. Y. Wither poon 
Dershem Hinds Patton, Pa. Woodruff 
Difenderfer Hinebaugh Pepper 
Dixon Hobson Peters 
Donohoe Howell Peterson 
Donovan Hoxworth Plumley 

So the motion to adjourn was agreed to. 
The Clerk announced the following pairs: 
For the session : 
Mr. METZ with Mr. WALLIN. 
Mr. HOBSON with Mr. FAIRCHILD. 
Mr. SCULLY with Mr. BROWNING. 
Mr. SLAYDEN with Mr. BARTHOLDT. 
Mr . .ADAMSON with Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. 
Mr. FIELDS with 1\Ir. LANGLEY. 
Mr. BABTLETT with Mr. Bu·rLEB. 
Until further notice: 
Mr . .AIKEN with Mr. BARCHFELD. 
Mr. CARTER with Mr. CALDER . 
Mr. OLABK of Florida with Mr. CARY. 
Mr. COVINGTON with 1\Ir. FR.EAB. 
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